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LETTER  OF  TRANSMITTAL. 


Madison,  Wis.,  December  1, 1906. 

To  His  Exoellency, 

Hon.  James  0.  DAvmsoNy 

Oovemor. 

As  required  by  law,  we  have  the  honor  to  submit  our  Bi- 
ennial Report,  containing  an  account  of  all  matters  pertaining  to 
this  office  from  the  organization  of  this  Commission  to  December 
1, 1906. 

Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin, 

By  J.  M.  WiNTERBOTHAM, 

Secretary. 


PART  L 


A  General  Account  of  the  Work  of  the 

Commission. 


The  Bailroad  Commissdon  of  Wisconsin  was  organized  on 
July  11, 1905,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of 
Wisconsin  for  1905.  A  number  of  complaints  were  waiting  for 
the  action  of  the  Commission  at  the  time  of  organization.  Prom 
that  date  to  this  the  Commission  has  constantly  had  before  it 
matters  of  varying  degrees  of  importance  affecting  the  inler- 
osts  of  the  public  and  of  the  railways,  in  addition  to  the  mat- 
ters which  the  Commission  has  investigaie'd  on  its  own  motion. 

METHODS  OF  PROCEDUBE. 

Two  methods  of  dealing  with  complaints  suggested  fliem 
selves  to  the  Commission.  The  one  is  the  method  of  hearinj* 
complaints  in  formal  procedure,  as  prescribed  by  law.  The 
other  is  the  method  of  bringing  the  interested  parties  together 
with  a  view  of  reaching  a  satisfactory  solution  in  informal  con- 
ference. Both  methods  with  various  modifications  have  been 
employed. 

The  Commission  assumed  at  the  outset  that  the  people  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  desired  to  have  legitimate  grievances  rem- 
edied promptly.  The  mode  of  procedure  adopted,  it  was  as- 
sumed, was  primarily  a  matter  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
Commission.  Whoever  is  held  responsible  for  certain  reanlls 
should  be  left  free  to  a  certain  extent  to  cho^e  those  methods 
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by  which  such  results  can  best  be  accomplished.  *  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Commission  the  best  results  can  be  obtained  by  re- 
sorting to  informal  methods  of  procedure  wherever  possible 
and  to  fall  back  upon  formal  proceedings  only  when  other 
methods  have  failed.  Men  sitting  around  a  table  in  informal 
conference,  discussing. the  subject  in  hand  with  perfect  free- 
dom, are  much  more  likely  to  arrive  at  some  acceptable  con- 
clusion than  when  every  word  is  measured  and  becomes  a  part 
of  a  record  which  may  figure  in  the  courts.  Ten  and  evcu 
twenty  different  matters  have  been  disposed  of  in  this  informal 
manner  at  a  single  sitting,  in  less  time  than  it  sometimes  tak:*s 
to  hear  the  sworn  testimony  in  a  single  simple  case.  Many 
times,  at  these  conferences,  one  side  or  the  other  was  made  to 
see  certain  aspects  of  the  question  at  issue  in  such  a  light  as  to 
suggest  an  immediate  and  satisfactory  solution.  The  Com- 
mission wishes  to  state  unhesitatingly  that,  aside  from  its  in- 
dependent investigations,  the  work  of  these  informal  confer- 
ences is  the  most  important  which  it  has  accomplished.  It  is 
almost  needless  to  add  that  all  the  parties  interested  in  a  case, 
discussed  in  conference,  including  the  Commission,  generally 
made  the  same  preparation  for  the  presentation  of  pertinent 
facts  as  is  necessary  in  formal  proceedings. 

A  large  number  of  matters,  some  of  them  of  much  impor 
tance,  never  reached  the  stage  of  informal  conference  even. 
In  these  cases  the  Commission  simply  acted  as  intermediary, 
or  go-between,  between  the  complainant  and  the  railway  com- 
panies, through  the  interchange  of  letters  and  documents,  and 
by  suppljdng  the  facts  from  material  on  file  in  the  ofiSce  of  the 
Commission.  Perhaps  this  should  be  characterized  as  a  third 
method  of  procedure.  Both  this  function  of  an  intermediary, 
as  well  as  the  informal  conference  method  above  referred  to, 
if  unsuccessful,  causes  delay  in  reaching  a  final  decision.  The 
great  majority  of  cases  which  were  conducted  informally  were 
di^osed  of  in  much  less  time  than  formal  proceedings  would 
have  required.  In  a  few  of  the  instances  in  which  informal  meth- 
ods failed,  formal  hearings  had  to  be  resorted  to,  resulting  w 
loss  of  time,  which,  however,  could  not  possibly  have  benn 
foreseen  by  anyone  when  the  cases  were  first  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Commission.  Naturally,  when  conflicting  inter- 
ests,  often  of  far-reaching  importance,  are  involved,  it  is  n^t 
always  possible  to  reach  an  amicable  settlement  and  formal 
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proceedings  must  be  resorted  to.  Generally  speaking,  it  may 
be  stated  that  where  the  merits  of  both  sides  of  the  controversy 
were  quite  clear,  or  apparently  one  sided  in  favor  of  the  com- 
plainant or  defendant,  informal  methods  brought  the  desired 
results.  Where  the  points  at  issue  were  sharply  drawn  and 
in  the  estimation  of  the  parties  to  the  controsversy,  quite  evenly 
balanced,  formal  proceedings  had  to  be  resorted  to.  Some 
questions  are  in  their  nature  such  that  both  sides  seem  t<» 
feel  that  nothing  but  an  order  of  the  Commission  will  settle  the 
differences.  Formal  proceedings  naturally  involve  much  more 
time  than  informal  methods,  although  the  Commission  has  al- 
ways endeavored  to  issue  decisions  promptly,  consistent  with 
thoroughness  and  accuracy  and  hence  fairness  and  justice. 


ORIGINAL  INVESTIGATIONS. 

All  the  time  which  remained  after  correspondence,  informal 
and  formal  proceedings  had  been  attended  to,  was  devoted  to 
original  and  independent  investigations,  some  of  which  re- 
lated in  part  or  entirely  to  questions  brought  before  the  Com- 
mission and  the  rest  related  to  railway  rates  and  other  trans- 
poilation  subjects  of  interest  to  the  citizens  of  Wisconsin. 
Some  of  the  results  of  these  investigations  are  now  before  thv 
Commission.     Other    subjects     are  still  under    investigation, 
while  still  others  await  the  action  of  the  Commission  as  sorn 
as  the  opportunity  presents  itself.    The  Commission  has  en- 
deavored  to  gain  a  thorough  knowledge  and  command  of  all 
the  fundamental  facta  relating  to  the  railways  in  Wisconsin, 
in  order  that  it  may  be  efficiently  equipped  to  deal  intelligently 
and  promptly  with  every  question  that  may  come  before  it. 
Much  of  the  work  has  been  pioneer  work,  by  which  is  meant 
that  investigations  of  the  same  kind  or  of  the  same  degree  of 
detail  have,  so  far  as  is  known  to  the  Commission,  never  been 
undertaken  either  by  railway  companies  or  by  commissions.   We 
refer  especially  to  our  analyses  of  the  accounts  of  the  railway 
companies  and  the  tabulation  and  charting  of  rates,  the  former 
constituting  one  of  the  most  indispensable  bases  for  judging 
the  absolute  reasonableness  of  rates  and  the  latter  in  determin 
ing  the  relation  of  rates. 
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COMPLEXITY  OP  SOME  PHASES  O^  THE  \70nK. 

It  may  not  be  apparent,  for  instance,  that  a  petition  for  a 
lower  rate  on  a  single  commodity  between  two  statioills  involves 
an  analysis  of  the  entire  business  of  the  railway  company  on 
wh^>se  lines  the  stations  are  located.  This  involves  an  appor- 
tionment of  the  expenses  and  earnings  of  the  railway  to  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  and  a  separation  of  expenses  and  earnings 
between  passenger  and  freight  business.  There  are  at  least  be- 
tween fifty  and  sixty  general  classes  of  railway  expenses,  each 
of  which  is  made  up  of  hundreds  and  even  thousands  of  sepa- 
rate items.  In  order  that  any  assignment  of  expenses  may  be 
accurate  the  smallest  item  must  be  placed  into  its  proper  column. 
What  is  its  proper  column  is,  in  the  case  of  a  good  many  items, 
difficult  of  determination.  The  same  is  true  with  the  different 
possible  bases  for  the  apportionment  of  expenses.  While  som^ 
items '  classify  themselves,  others  must  be  classified  in  some 
rather  arbitrary  manner,  which  generally  is  open  to  dispute. 
Perhaps  the  amounts  of  money  involved  in  the  disputed  items 
determine  the  controversy  for  the  solution  of  which  the  analy- 
sis of  the  accounts  has  been  undertaken. 

Having  finally  made  the  necessary  separation  and  apportio^i- 
ment  of  earnings  and  expenses,  the  task  of  applying  the  results 
of  such  an  analysis  to  a  specific  rate-question  still  remains. 
Several  additional  extended  analyses  must  be  made;  such  as 
the  determination  of  terminal  expenses,  haulage  costs,  the 
classification  of  the  article,  together  with  the  proper  percent- 
age relations  between  the  various  classs  of  freight,  the  relative 
treatment  of  short  and  longer  distances  in  the  making  of  a  spe- 
cific rate,  the  relative  importance  of  costs  and  other  elements 
which  enter  into  rate-making,  and  so  forth.  Statistical  analy- 
ses which  enable  one  to  determine  whether  average  costs  arc. 
covered  in  the  rate  are  absolutely  indispensable  as  guides  in 
rate-making,  even  though  it  is  only  in  relatively  rare  instances 
that  such  costs  can  directly  determine  the  rate  to  tlie  exclu- 
sion of  the  factors  controlling  the  manufacture,  sale  and  con- 
sumption of  the  article.  It  is  furthermore  of  importance  to 
know  in  what  quantities  a  commodity  is  customarily  shipped,  i. 
e.,  carload  or  less  than  carload  shipmienta,  and  the  average  termi- 
nal and  haulage  charges  for  transporting  commodities  in  quan- 
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titles  varying  from  a  small  shipment  of,  say,  one  ton  up  to 
twenty  or  more  tons  in  a  car. 

WORK  OP  THE  TAX  COMMISSION. 

The  work  done  by  the  Tax  Commission  in  placing  a  valua- 
tion on  the  various  Wisconsin  railway  properties  has  done 
much  to  facilitate  the  work  of  this  Commission 

CAUSE  OP  DELAY  IN  SOME  INSTANCES. 

"We  make  this  reference  to  the  statistical  and  other  work 
involved  in  every  question  of  rate-making  in  order  that  it  may 
be  understood  why  certain  questions  that  have  come  befoiu^ 
the  Commission  have  not  been  disponed  of  as  expeditiously  as 
some  others.  When  all  these  basal  processes  have  once  been  com- 
pleted it  will  be  possible  to  deal  with  similar  questions  in  the 
future  with  much  more  facility. 

NUMBER  OF  CO^IFI.ATNTS. 

The  total"  number  of  formal  complaints  fi^ed  wi:h  the  Commis- 
sion to  December  1,  1906,  is  92.  Of  this  number  02  were  dis- 
posed of  without  a  ruling  of  the  Commission,  in  informal  con- 
ference, or  by  means  of  correspondence. 

The  chief  points  involved  in  all  formal  cases,  to^^ether  witM 
the  manner  of  their  disposition,  are  given  in  Part  II  of  this  re- 
port; while  the  informal  complaints  and  other  matters,  557  i:i 
number,  are  presented  in  Part  III. 

The  formal  complaints,  informal  complaints,  and  other  in 
formal  matters  brought  officially  before  the  Commission,  were 
distributed  by  months  as  follows: 
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Comtplainta  By  Months 

1905.  Formal.  Informal.  Totali 

June  and  July    1  28  29 

August    1  31  3S 

September    21  21 

October    '. 2  30  32 

November    2  36  3» 

December    5  45  30 

190G 

January    4  25  29 

February    14  35  49 

March    1  25  26 

April    8  22  30 

.May   12  28  40 

June    7  24  81 

July    2  26  29 

August    13  32  45 

September    6  44  50 

October    9  53  62 

November    5  52  57 

Total    92  557  649 


NATURE  OF  THE  REPORTS  ON  CASES. 

In  the  presentation  in  this  report  of  the  formal  and  informal 
complaints  it  has  been  our  endeavor  to  set  forth  in  briisf  terms 
the  salient  features  of  each  case.  The  record  in  some  of  tho 
cases  which  were  disposed  of  in  informal  conference  is  quite 
voluminous  and  to  have  presented  it  in  detail  would  have  made 
this  Import  altogether  too  bulky.  In  other  instances,  the  comr 
plaints  were  dropped  for  one  reason  or  another,  or  the  addi- 
tional information  which  the  Commission  desired  to  secure 
from  the  complainant  was  not  furnished,  and  for  these  and  sim- 
ilar reasons  the  account  which  we  are  able  to  present  regard- 
ins:  cases  of  this  kind  is  not  always  as  satisfactory  as  one  might 
wish  it  were.  This  applies,  however,  only  to  a  relatively  small 
number.  In  some  cases  the  name  of  tho  complainant  has  been 
withheld  by  his  special  request. 

WORK  IN  PROGRESS. 

The  Commission  has  in  progress  a  number  of  important  linu» 
of  work,  which  can  be  pushed  much  more  rapidly  in  the  fix- 
ture on  account  of  the  completion  of  the  work  connected  witli 
the  passenger  fare  cases.  The  rates  on  all  the  important  eon- 
mod  ities  are  being  tabidated  and  charted.  Important  read- 
justments in  rates  have  been  made  on  the  basis  of  this  work 
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already  and  much  more  will  be  done  in  the  future.  The  Com- 
mission has  gathered  considerable  information  in  matters  re- 
lating to  railway  sanitation  and  station  facilities  and  conven- 
iences, with  the  view  of  bringing  about  improvements  along 
these  lines.  A  thorough  investigation  of  Pullmau  and  express 
rates  is  also  in  progress,  and  some  work  has  been  done  on  the 
subject  of  weighing  of  carload  freight.  Other  matters  regard- 
ing which  the  Commission  instituted  special  inquiries  will  be 
mentioned  in  their  proper  places  in  connection  with  the  cases  to 
which  they  relate. 

EXAMINATION  OP  RAILWAY  ACOOUNTS, 

In  order  that  the  Commission  might  keep  itself  informed 
regarding  the  relation  between  the  carriers  and  individual 
shippers  it  has  caused  an  extended  examination  of  the  books  of 
the  companies  to  be  made..  A  large  number  of  items  have  beei: 
compiled  and  will  be  subjected  to  a  careful  examination  by 
the  Commission.  At  this  date  we  have  nothing  to  report  re- 
garding these  investigations. 

ESTIMATED  VALUE  OP  WORK  OP  COMMISSION. 

The  Commission  has  frequently  been  asked  to  express  the 
value  of  its  work  in  dollars  and  cents.  We  have  uniformly  re- 
fused to  do  so,  for  the  reason  that  we  feel  that  such  calcula- 
tions, at  least  when  officially  made,  tend  to  establish  incorrect 
standards  for  measuring  the  value  of  the  work  of  railway  reg- 
ulation. To  be  sure,  changes  in  rates  affecting  a  large  volume 
of  traffic  like  grain,  cheese,  cattle,  coal  and  lumber,  have  import- 
ant financial  consequences  for  all  the  parties  in  interest — pro- 
ducer,  trader,  jobber,  manufacturer,  transporter  and  consumer; 
but  these  financial  consequences,  important  as  they  may  b^ 
should  not  obscure  the  other  equally  important  fact  in  railway 
regulation,  namely,  the  systematic,  thorough  and  continued 
study  of  actual  conditions  with  the  view  of  eliminating  mis- 
fits of  all  kinds,  preventing  injustice  in  small  as  well  as  large 
matters,  and  promoting  a  proper  understanding  and  appreci- 
ation of  the  work  of  all  the  agents  in  the  material  and  social 
development  of  the  State.  This  Commission  has  been  given  im- 
portant powers.  It  has  exercised  these  powers  whenever  and 
wherever  necessary.    But  the  mere  existence  of  ^  ConmuOTon 
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with  such  powers  in  itself  promotes  fair  dealing  on  all  sides  in 
matters  relating  to  transportation. 

« 

POWER  OF  THE  COMMISSION  OVER  CLAIMS. 

During  the  year  a  good  many  letters  have  come  to  the  Com- 
mission regarding  claims  of  all  kinds.  While  the  Commission 
is  always  glad  to  do  everything  within  it*  power  to  brin<r  about 
the  prompt  settlement  of  just  claims,  and  while  the  Lou  mission 
has  in  many  cases  succeeded  in  bringing  about  such  a  result, 
it  should  be  distinctly  understood  tliat  this  Commission  is  not 
a  court  and  that  the  only  tribunal  which  can  under  the  Const  i- 
tution  enforce  the  payment  of  money  is  a  court.  The  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission  in  matters  of  this  kind  is  clearly  sot 
forth  in  section  32  of  the  law,  which  reads  as  follows : 

**A11  claims  against  any  railroad  for  loss  of  or  damage  to 
property  from  any  cause,  or  for  overcharge  upon  any  ship- 
ments, or  for  any  other  service,  if  not  acted  upon  within 
ninety  days  from  the  date  of  the  filing  of  such  claim  with 
the  railroad,  may  be  investigated  by  the  Commission,  in  its 
discretion,  and  the  results  of  such  investigation  shall  be  em- 
bodied in  a  special  report  which  shall  be  open  to  public  in- 
spection and  may  be  included  in  the  next  annual  report  of 
the  Commission." 

CHANGES  IN  THE  LAW. 

On^  year's  operation  under  the  law  has  demonstrated  the  ex- 
cellent work  which  was  done  in  its  preparation  and  enactment. 
Not  a  single  serious  weakness  has  been  discovered.  At  th*^ 
special  session  of  the  legislature  a  number  of  minor  amend- 
ments were  adopted  which  are  printed  in  italics  in  the  law  as 
published  in  Part  VII  of  this  report. 

These  amendments  added  some  power  not  previously  granted 
and  eliminated  some  uncertainties.    Only  a  few  points,  rela 
tively  insignificant,  occur  to  us  which  might  be  worthy  of  con- 
sideration.    Some  of  these  do  not  refer  to  the  Railroad  Com- 
missdon  law  at  all  but  to  other  statutes  relating  to  railways. 

The  Commis.*ion  would  respectfully  recommend  that  the  ex- 
isting laws  be  amended  in  the  following  particulars: 

1.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  street  railways 
should  be  either  increased  or  dinxinished.    Under  the  construe^ 
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tion  placed  upon  the  law  by  the  attorney-general  and  by  the 
Commission,  it  confers  jurisdiction  upon  the  Commission  to 
regulate  any  street  railway  company  whose  lines  pass  beyonJ 
the  limits  of  the  city  in  which  it  is  operating.  This  right  of 
regulation  extends  to  the  urban  business  of  the  company  as 
well  as  to  the  business  of  the  company  outside  of  the  limits  oi 
the  city.  As  a  result  the  Commission  appears  to  have  a  right 
to  regulate  the  entire  business  of  a  street  railway  company 
where  any  of  its  lines  extend  beyond  the  city  limits,  but  it 
has  no  right  to  regulate  the  business  of  a  street  railway  com- 
pany whose  lines  are  entirely  within  the  limits  of  the  city  in 
which  it  is  operating.  It  would  appc«ar  to  the  Commission  tha* 
it  should  either  have  power  to  regulate  the  urban  business  of 
all  street  railway  companies  operating  in  the  State  or  that  snob 
power  should  not  extend  to  any  of  them. 

2.  The  existing  laws  authorize  certain  parties  to  build  pri- 
vate spur  tracks  under  certain  specified  restrictions,  and  when 
such  spur  tracks  are  completed,  if  thoy  come  within  the  terms 
of  the  law,  it  is  made  obligatory  on  the  railroads  to  connect 
such  spur  track  with  the  side  or  main  track  of  the  railway 
company  within  the  limits  of  the  depot  grounds.  The  law  is 
silent  as  to  who  should  stand  the  extra  expense  of  making  the 
connection,  and  we  would  suggest  that  it  be  made  explicit 
upon  this  point. 

3.  Assessors  now  make  reports  to  this  Commission  regard- 
ing the  railways  within  their  respective  jurisdictions.  These 
reports  serve  no  purpose  whatever  and  should  be  abolished. 

4.  The  office  force  of  the  Commission  is  at  times  inadequate, 
and  we  recommend  that  the  Commission  be  empowered  to  em- 
ploy additional  help  whenever  necessary  for  the  proper  and 
prompt  performance  of  its  duties.  During  the  last  year  tho 
Commission  received  and  sent  out  upwards  of  20,000  letters. 
Thousands  of  pages  of  testimony  had  to  be  taken  and  tran- 
scribed. Extensive  statistical  compilations  were  made  and 
must  still  be  made.  The  filing  of  tariffs  requires  time  and  care. 
Part  of  the  office  force  is  constantly  employed  in  taking  care 
of  the  work  which  each  day's  mail  provides,  and  consequently 
there  frequently  exists  a  lack  of  adequate  assistance  in  pro- 
secuting what  may  be  termed  the  constant  and  investigative 
work  of  the  Commission.  The  salaries  paid  to  the  clerical 
force  should  be  readjusted  to  some  extent, 
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5.  Occasional  complaints  have  been  made  at  various  times 
by  different  shippers  about  the  manner  in  which  carload  freight 
is  weighed.  It  has  been  said  that  the  marked  weight  of  the 
ear  might  very  materially  dilfer  from  the  actual  weight,  owing 
to  weather  and  other  conditions.  It  has  also  been  said  that  a 
great  deal  of  carelessness  is  exercised  in  the  manner  of  weigh- 
ing care,  and  that  the  shipper  is  ordinarily  entirely  helpless  to 
protect  hinii^elf  from  injustice  in  the  matter  of  weights,  and  it 
has  been  suggested  by  some  shippers  that  the  entire  subject 
of  weighing  cars,  including  the  employment  of  weigh-masters, 
should  be  placed  under  the  control  of  the  Commission.  The 
shippers  are  in  a  much  better  position  to  determine  the  neces- 
sity for  such  an  innovation  than  this  Commission  is.  We  are 
Dot  prepared  at  this  time  to  make  any  recommendation  on  tha 
subject.  If  there  is  any  reasonable  demand  for  legislative  ac- 
tion along  this  line,  we  doubt  not  that  those  interested  will 
make  their  wishes  known  to  the  members  of  the  legislature. 

6.  We  would  recommend  that  the  law  be  so  amended  as  to 
provide  that  all  actions  brought  against  the  Commission  to  set 
aside  its  orders  should  be  brought  in  Dane  County.  There  is 
some  doubt  about  the  provisions  of  chapter  366,  Laws  of  1905, 
extending  to  suits  brought  against  the  Commission. 

7.  The  Commission  has  had  occasion  to  order  railway  com- 
panies to  erect  depot  buildings,  construct  side  tracks,  and  do 
other  acts  that  might  necessitate  considerable  delay  on  the  part 
of  the  carrier  in  complying  with  the  order.  Except  by  impli- 
cation, the  Commission  is  not  authorized  to  specify  the  time 
within  which  the  order  must  be  complied  with.  We  would 
recommend  that  the  Commission  be  expressly  authorized  to 
prescribe  in  its  order  a  time  within  which  the  order  must  be 
complied  with  where  it  is  not  practicable  to  comply  with  it 
within  the  time  that  other  orders  of  the  Commission  become 
effective  by  force  of  the  statute. 

8.  Every  corporation  doing  business  in  this  State  should  be 
required  to  file  with  the  Commission  a  verified  list  of  its  stock- 
holders, upon  demand  from  the  Commission. 

9.  If  the  opinions  and  decisions  of  the  Commission  mad 3  in 
formal  matters  are  considered  of  sufficient  public  interest  to 
warrant  the  expense  of  publishing  the  same  in  a  volume  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  from  the  Biennial  Report  of  the  Commissioiii 
legislative  sanction  for  such  publication  should  be  given. 
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10.    We  would  reconimeud  that  section  1813,  Wisconsin  Stat- 
•  utes  of  1898  be  amended.    The  statute  in  its  present  form  is  of 
doubtful  validity.    If  valid,  the  penalty  or  liquidated  damages 
for  which  it  provides  is  excessive. 

ADVANCE  OPINIONS. 

The  Commission  has  frequently  been  requested  to  express  au 
opinion  in  advance  on  questions  which  may  ultimately  be 
brought  before  it  for  adjudication  in  formal  proceedings.  Ob- 
viously, we  have  not  been  able  to  comply  with  such  requests, 
for  the  reason  that  only  one  side  would  be  heard  and  conclu- 
sions reached  on  the  basis  of  ex  parte  testimony.  Fairness  de- 
mands that  both  sides  should  always  be  heard.  While  we  have 
always  been  ready  and  willing  to  supply  information  of  facts 
and  law  to  the  full  extent  of  our  ability,  we  have  not  deemed 
it  compatible  with  our  oflScial  duties  to  say  in  advance  whether 
or  not  a  certain  rate,  classification,  rule  or  arrangrement  was 
just  and  reasonable  or  otherwise,  except  in  cases  where  thp 
questions  asked  could  be  answered  on  the  basis  of  conclusions 
reached  in  previous  formal  hearings  and  the  plain  reading  jf 
the  law.  Where  the  inquiry  has  been  one  of  fact  merely,  it  has 
been  possible  to  meet  it  fully. 

EXERCISE  OP  DISCRETIONARY  POWER. 

The  law  vests  in  the  Commission  certain  discretionary  pow- 
ers which  it  has  frequently  been  called  upon  to  exercise,  es- 
pecially in  the  matter  of  the  publication  of  rates.  It  has  often 
occurred  that  public  and  private  interests  could  be  served  by 
permitting  a  new  rate  to  go  into  effect  in  less  than  ten  days. 
In  some  of  these  cases  the  Commission  has  authorized  the  put- 
ting into  effect  of  a  tariff  by  telephone  and  telegraph,  where 
the  ordinary  mails  did  not  appear  to  meet  the  emergency.  A 
full  statement  of  the  reasons  for  shortening  the  time  has  been 
filed  in  each  case. 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  CHANGES  IN  RATES. 

It  will  be  observed  that  in  the  docket  of  formal  and  informal 
cases  occasionally  there  will   be  found   an  application  for   a 
clip.nge  in  a  rate  or  classification.    These  applications  are  the 
2— R.  R. 
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result  of  that  provision  of  the  law  which  made  the  rates  iu 
eflfeet  on  April  1,  1905,  the  legal  rates  until  December  31, 1905. 
All  changes  in  rates  and  classifications  between  April  1  and 
December  31,  1905,  required  the  express  approval  of  the  Com- 
mission. Since  January  1,  1906,  the  railway  companies  have 
been  free  to  change  rates  without  previous  approval  of  the 
Commission,  subject  only  to  the  provisions  of  the  law  relating 
to  publication  and  filing.  The  only  exception  to  this  rule  is 
found  in  the  rates  established  by  the  Commission.  Such  rates 
cannot  be  changed  without  the  consent  of  the  Commission. 

THE  COMMISSION  AND  THE  COURTS. 

Under  date  of  September  15,  1906,  the  Commission  made  an 
order  requiring  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  and  Sault  Ste  Mane 
Kailway  Company  to  stop  its  local  east  and  west  bound  passen- 
ger trains  numbered  84  and  85  at  Dwight,  in  Polk  County, 
Wisconsin,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  discharging  pas- 
sengers, and  also  for  the  purpose  of  taking  on  cream  for  ship- 
ment to  the  *'Twin  Cities,"  as  well  as  other  express  matter. 

An  action  has  been  commenced  by  the  Railway  Company,  and 
is  now  pending  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Dane  County,  to  set 
aside  and  declare  void  the  order  made  by  the  Commission,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  unreasonable  to  require  the  limited  ser- 
vice ordered  at  the  point  in  question.  The  action  has  not  yet 
been  tried.  The  foregoing  is  the  only  order  made  by  the  Com- 
mission that  has  yet  been  attacked  in  the  courts. 

INFORMAL  COMPLAINTS. 

Among  the  informal  complaints  there  will  be  found  an  occa- 
sional number  which  has  .  not  been  closed.  This  is  especi- 
ally true  of  the  last  fifty.  Many  of  these  were  of  such  recent 
date  that  negotiations  were  only  partially  completed  when  the 
report  was  filed. 

FREE  AND  REDUCED  RATE  TRANSPORTATION  ISSUED  TO  RESIDENTS  OF 
VTISCONSIN  FROM  JUNE  15,  1905  TO  JULY  1,  1906. 

Section  19,  chapter  362f,  Laws  of  1905,  provides  that  every 
railroad  shall,  on  the  first  Monday  in  February  in  each  year, 
and  oftcner  if  required  by  the  Commission,  file  with  the  Com- 
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mission  a  verified  list  of  all  railroad  tickets,  passes  and  mile- 
age books  issued  free  or  for  aay  other  than  actual  bona  fide 
money  consideration  at  full  established  rates  during  the  pre- 
ceding year,  together  with  the  names  of  the  recipients  thereof, 
the  amounts  received  therefor,  and  the  reasons  for  issuing  the 
same. 

In  complianee  with  this  provision  the  Commission  on  Janu- 
ary 8,  1906,  addressed  to  each  of  the  railways  doing  business 
in  this  State  a  circular  letter  calling  their  attention  to  this 
statute  and  giving  the  companies  notice  that  such  statements 
would  soon  be  called  for. 

The  Commission  on  March  8,  1906,  sent  a  supply  of  blanks 
for  making  such  reports,  to  each  of  the  railways  in  the  State 
and  requested  that  they  make  their  first  report  for  the  period 
from  June  15,  1905,  to  February  1,  1906,  and  after  that  to 
file  monthly  reports.  The  reports  filed  in  response  to  this  re- 
quest proved  to  be  very  voluminous,  including  as  they  do  the 
excepted  classes  provided  for  in  section  8  of  the  law.  These 
exceptions  are,  ministers  of  the  gospel,  officers  or  agents  of  in- 
corporated colleges^  inmates  of  soldiers'  homes,  regular  agents 
of  charitable  societies  when  traveling  upon  the  business  of  the 
society,  destitute  and  homeless  persons,  railroad  officers,  at* 
torneys,  directors,  employes,  or  members  of  their  families,  for- 
mer railroad  employes  or  members  of  their  families,  where 
such  employes  have  become  disabled  in  the  railway  service  ot 
are  unable  from  physical  disqualification  to  continue  in  the 
service,  members  of  families  of  deceased  railroad  employes, 
passes  issued  in  exchange  to  officers,  attorneys,  or  employes 
of  other  roads  and  their  families,  and  passes  issued  to  persons 
in  attendance  upon  live  stock  in  transit. 

Among  the  reports  received  was  a  list  of  clergymen  to  whom 
half  fare  i)ermits  were  issued  by  the  Clergyman's  Bureau  of 
the  Western  Passenger  Association.  This  list  is  very  large  and 
probably  contains  the  names  of  most  of  the  clergymen  in  the 
State.  As  no  complete  list  of  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom 
half  fare  tickets  were  sold  has  been  filed,  no  attempt  has  been 
made  to  classify  such  tickets. 

The  roads  in  reporting  their  trip  passes  have  uniformly 
failed  to  state  the  value  of  such  transportation,  and  the  number 
of  these  passes  is  very  large,  including  as  it  does  those  issued 
to  employes  of  the  road  reporting,  whether  traveling  upon  the 
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businesB  of  the  company  or  upon  their  own  business,  and 
passes  issued  to  their  families  and  employes  of  other  roads  and 
their  families. 

The  names  of  the  recipients  of  the  annual  and  trip  passes 
issued  to  clergymen,  to  officers  and  agents  of  incorporated  col- 
leges, agents  of  charitable  societies,  and  also  the  names  of  at- 
torneys and  surgeons  occasionally  but  not  continuously  employed 
by  the  companies,  and  other  persons  to  whom  passes  have  been 
issued,  have  been  reported  to  this  Commission  by  the  roads. 

The  railways  in  making  their  reports  to  this  Commission  have 
included  mileage  books  and  tickets  issued  to  new^spapers  and 
:)ther  publications  in  exchange  for  advertising.  Attached  to 
this  report  will  be  found  a  table  giving  the  names  of  the  news- 
papers to  whom  such  transportation  was  issued  and  the  amount 
issued  to  each  publication  by  each  railway.  The  amount  is3ue<l 
to  each  publication  is  expressed  in  dollars  and  cents  as  it  was 
found  to  be  impracticable  to  make  a  compilation  showing  the 
number  of  miles  represented  by  such  tickets.  In  some  cases 
the  railway  company  failed  to  report  the  title  of  the  publica- 
tion on  account  of  which  the  tickets  were  issued.  In  these 
cases  the  table  gives  the  name  of  each  person  who  received 
tickets. 

BAH/WAY  ACCIDENTS. 

Soon  after  the  organization  of  the  Railroad  Commission  a 
set  of  blanks,  following  closely  those  issued  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  was  prepared,  and  a  supply  was  sent  to 
the  railway  companies  doing  business  in  Wisconsin. 

Each  of  the  companies  reported  monthly  to  the  Commission 
the  casualties,  if  any,  occurring  upon  its  line,  the  summary  of 
which  is  contained  in  a  table  which  will  be  found  in  another 
part  of  this  report. 

The  Commision  will  continue  to  require  each  railway  CDia- 
pany  to  make  monthly  reports  of  accidents  occurring  upon  its 
lines,  and  each  succeeding  published  report  of  the  Commission 
will  contain  a  summary  such  as  is  included  in  this  volume,  anc' 
from  time  to  time  comparative  tables  will  be  made. 

As  shown  by  the  reports,  during  the  period  from  June  15, 
1905,  to  June  30,  1906,  the  total  number  of  passengers  killed  in 
Wisconsin  in  train  ficcidents  wfis  5  and  the  total  numb'^v 
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injured  was  167;  the  total  number  killed  on  platforms  was 
1,  and  the  total  number  injured  on  platforms  was  24;  the  total 
number  of  trainmen  killed  was  35,  and  the  total  number 
injured  was  813;  the  total  number  of  shopmen  killed  was  1, 
and  the  total  number  of  shopmen  injured  was  48;  the  total 
number  of  stationmen  killed  was  1,  and  the  total  number  of 
stationmen  injured  was  45 ;  the  total  number  of  other  employes 
killed  was  16,  and  the  total  number  injured  was  403 ;  the  total 
number  of  trespassers  killed  on  trains  was  34,  and  the  total 
number  injured  was  70;  the  total  number  of  trespassers 
killed  on  right  of  way  was  83,  and  the  total  number  injured 
was  46;  the  total  number  of  persons  neither  trespassers  nor 
employes  who  were  killed  was  8,  and  the  total  number  injured 
was  77;  the  total  number  killed  on  crossings  was  27,  and  the 
total  number  injured  on  crossings  was  90.  The  total  number 
of  all  classes  of  persons  killed  was  211,  and  the  total  number 
injured  1783.  An  inspection  of  the  table  will  show  how  thesis 
casualities  are  distributed. 

Section  30,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  requires  that  every 
railroad  shall,  whenever  an  accident  attended  with  loss  ot 
human  life  occurs  within  this  state  upon  its  line  of  road,  or 
upon  its  depot  grounds  or  yards,  give  immediate  notice  there* 
of  to  the  Commission.  The  roads  have  complied  with  this 
provision  of  the  law,  so  far  as  we  have  observed,  the  Com- 
mission receiving  notice  by  telegraph  or  mail  as  soon  as 
accidents  are  reported  to  the  proper  railway  officials. 

A  representative  of  the  Commission  was  sent  to  the  scene 
of  the  wreck  which  occured  on  the  line  of  the  "Wisconsin  C^'U- 
tral  Railway  south  of  Theresa  on  February  11,  1906.  The 
breaking  of  a  tire  on  one  of  the  drive  wheels  of  the  locomotive 
threw  the  train  off  the  track  and  over  an  embankment.  There 
were  no  fatalities  and  but  one  person  seriously  injured  among 
the  passengers  and  crew. 

On  February  14,  1906,  a  collision  occurred  on  the  Belvidere 
line  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  south  of  Janes- 
ville,  in  which  one  engineer  and  two  firemen  were  killed  and  a 
number  of  other  members  of  the  two  train  crews  seriously 
injured.  The  passengers  escaped  with  a  few  slight  injuries. 
A  representative  of  the  Commission  visited  the  wreck  soon 
after  it  occurred  and  interviewed  as  many  persons  composing 
the  two  train  crews  as  he  could  find.    The  accident  was  caused 
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by  the  failure  of  the  conductor  of  a  freight  train  to  wait  at 
Janesville  for  the  passenger  train  from  Belvidere,  which  he  had 
orders  to  meet  at  that  point.  The  conductor  mistook  the  ar- 
rival  of  a  train  from  Chicago  for  the  one  he  was  waiting  for  and 
proceeded  south,  colliding  with  the  passenger  train  about  two 
miles  south  of  Janesville. 

INTEUrX>CKING  PLANTS. 

Since  June  15,  1905,  the  railway  companies  have  filed 
plans  for  twelve  new  interlocking  plants  to  be  constructed  at 
different  points  on  their  lines  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  Some 
of  these  plants  are  already  constructed  and  in  operation,  but 
they  have  not  been  personally  inspected  by  this  Commission. 
The  plans  were  approved  subject  to  future  inspection  by  an 
engineer  should  the  Commission  deem  it  advisable.  Due  lo 
the  resignation  of  Prof.  W.  D.  Taylor,  the  Commission  was 
without  an  engineer  until  July  1, 1906.  The  practice  followed 
by  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Wisconsin  before  the  organ- 
ization of  this  Commission  was  to  have  such  plants  inspected 
by  a  person  not  an  engineer,  and  on  such  inspection  formal 
permits  were  issued  for  the  operation  of  such  plants.  This 
Commission  believes  the  inspection  of  an  intricate  and  ex- 
tensive piece  of  machinery  by  a  non-expert  to  be  of  little 
real  value  to  the  public,  therefore,  it  haa  departed  from  the 
custom  heretofore  followed. 

OTHER  SAFETY  DEVICES. 

The  Commission  has  instructed  its  engineer  to  enter  into 
correspondence  with  engineers  throughout  the  country,  with 
a  view  of  ascertaining  the  best  appliances  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employes  and  the  public.  The  result  of  his  investi- 
gations will  be  embodied  in  a  report  which  will  be  the  basis  of 
future  action  by  the  Commission. 
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PART  II. 


Formal  Complaints. 


No.  1. 

IN  RE  APPLICATION  OF  THE  WISCONSIN  IMMIGRA- 
TION  AND  DEVELOPIVIENT  ASSOCIATION  TO  THB 
RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN  TO  PLACE 
A  CONSTRUCTION  ON  CHAPTER  362  OF  THE  LAWS 
OF  WISCONSIN  FOR  THE  YEAR  1905. 

Right  of  Railway  Companies  to  sell  tickets  at  reduced  rates 
not  open  to  the  general  public,  to  homeseekers  in  Wisconsin, 
under  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905. 

BxA^f  (1)  That  the  legislature  of  Wisconsin  fn  incorporating  in  chap- 
ter 362,  LawB  of  1905,  certain  provisions  contained  in  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act  adopted  the  construction  placed  upon  such 
provisions  by  the  Federal  Supreme  Court. 

(2)  That  the  provision  of  section  3  of  the  Wisconsin  !aw,  providing 
that  the  charges  made  by  carriers  shall  be  reasonable  and  pro- 
hibiting unjust  and  unreasonable  charges,  is  substantially  bor- 
rowed from  section  1  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(3)  That  the  provision  of  subdivision  c  of  section  4,  Wisconsin 
law,  providing  that  the  rates  of  charge  shown  in  the  printed 
tarms  or  schedules  filed  under  the  act  shall  be  the  lawful  rates 
of  charge,  is  taken  from  section  6  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act. 

(4)  That  so  much  of  section  22  of  the  Wisconsin  law  as  prohibits 
the  making  of  any  charge  other  or  different  from  that  contained 
in  the  published  tariffs,  is,  in  substance,  taken  from  section  2 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(5>  That  so  much  of  section  23  of  the  Wisconsin  law,  as  prohibits 
discriminations,  is,  in  substance^  taken  from  section  3  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act 
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(6)  That  under  that  portion  of  s?(tion  22  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  which  provides  that  carriers  may  sell  mileage,  ex- 
cursion and  commutation  tickets,  the  Federal  Supreme  Court 
has  held  that  the  language  used  is  illustrative  and  not  ex- 
clusive, and  that  the  naming  of  certain  classes  of  tickets  that 
might  be  sold  at,  reduced  rates,  did  not  prevent  the  carriers 
from  sel  ing  other  kinds  of  tickets,  not  provided  for  in  the  ex 
ception,  at  reduced  rates. 

(7)  That  applying  a  like  construction  to  section  8  of  the  Wiscon- 
sin law,  homeseekers'  tickets  might  be  sold  at  reduced  rates, 
although  such  tickets  were  not  expressly  exempted  from  the 
provisions  of  the  law  in  said  section  8. 

'8)  That  while  the  carriers  might  of  their  own  volition  give  re- 
duced rates  to  homeseekers,  the  Railroad  Commission  has  no 
power  or  authority  under  the  law  to  com.pel  the  carrier  to 
make  a  lower  rate  for  some  particular  class  of  Individuals, 
than  that  provided  for  the  general  pub.ic. 

Prior  to  the  orijanization  of  the  Wisconsin  Kailroad  Com- 
mission, the  individual  members  thereof  received  many  com- 
munications from  land  owners  and  land  agents  throughout  the 
State,  setting  forth  in  substance  that  such  land  agents  and 
owners  were  engaged  in  the  business  of  colonizing  northern 
Wisconsin  lands;  that  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  law  above 
referred  to  they  received  reduced  rates  of  transportation  for 
parties  desiring  to  look  over  lands  in  the  northern  portion  of 
the  State,  with  a  view  of  purchasing  homes  and  taking  up 
their  permanent  residence  therein;  that  they  also  received 
some  concessions  in  the  matter  of  transportation  for  agents 
who  usually  accompanied  the  land  seekers  on  such  trips.  The 
parties  so  engaged  in  the  colonizing  business  in  Wisconsin  ex- 
pressed a  desire  to  meet  and  informally  discuss  the  provisio.is 
of  chapter  362  of  Laws  of  1905,  with  the  Commission. 

Shortly  after  the  Commission  was  organized  the  aforesaid, 
land  owners  and  agents  were  notified  that  the  Commission 
would  meet  them  at  such  time  as  was  satisfactory  to  them, 
and,  accordingly,  Tuesday,  July  18th,  was  fixed  as  the  dale 

of  meeting. 

On  that  date  the  land  owners  and  agents  aforesaid  filed 
a  written  communication  with  the  Commission,  stating  in 
substance  that  under  the  provisions  of  section  8  of  chapter 
:':32,  Laws  of  1905,  the  railway  companies  doing  business  in 
Wisconsin  wuv  in  doubt  as  to  their  rights  and  powers  to  soil 
to  land  owners  and  agents  and  to  bona-fide  home  seekers  whnt 
are  known  and  designated  as  half-fare  home  seekers'  tickets, 
with  the  further  right  to  fumish  and  provide  free  trip  tickets 
cr  mileage  to  the  agents  for  the  home  seekera. 
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Attached  to  the  communication  was  a  letter  from  H.  C 
Cheyney,  general  agent,  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co., 
to  J.  L.  Gates,  under  date  June  15,  1905,  setting  forth  in  sub- 
stance, that  **  Under  a  new  Wisconsin  law  effective  immedi 
ately  the  impression  prevails  .that  railroads  will  not  bo  able 
to  make  any  reduced  rates  for  land  seekers  or  land  men  that 
are  not  open  to  the  general  public.  Please  therefore  do  not 
issue  any  free  or  reduced  rate  transportation  from  receipt  un- 
til further  advice." 

Also  a  circular  letter  dated  June  16,  1905,  issued  by  F.  A. 
Miller,  general  passenger  agent  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.,  setting  forth  that  **  Under  the  recent  enact- 
ment of  the  Wisconsin  Legislature  it  is  illegal  for  us  to  give 
free  or  reduced  rate  transportation  to  any  resident  of  Wis- 
consin, unless  such  rates  and  reductions  are  open  to  the  public. 
Manifestly,  we  cannot  issue  L.  &  I.  (land  and  immigration) 
transportation  to  the  public,  nor  can  we  make  the  rate  hereto- 
fore  given  to  land  seekers  open  to  the  public.  I  am  therefore 
compelled  to  ask  that  you  return  to  me  at  once  all  mileage  and 
other  transportation  you  may  have  which  has  been  issued  to 
you  from  this  office  for  use  in  connection  with  land  business. 
Our  conductors  have  been  instructed  that  such  transportation 
will  not  hereafter  be  honored  by  them  in  the  State  of  Wiscon- 
sm." 

There  were  also  filed  with  the  Commission  letters  from  F. 
A.  Miller,  general  passenger  agent,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Ry.,  addressed  to  Oliver-Martin  Land  Company,  un- 
der dates  of  June  24th,  June  27th,  and  July  6th,  such  letters 
setting  forth  in  substance  that  there  was  nothing  the  railways 
could  do  in  the  way  of  issuing  free  or  reduced  rate  transpor- 
tation  to  home-seekers  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  without  violat 
incT  the  law. 

The  written  communication  filed  with  tiie  Commission 
prayed  that  the  Commission  interpret  section  8,  chapter  362, 
of  the  Laws  of  1905,  in  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  sale  of  tick- 
ets to  land  seekers  at  less  than  regular  rates. 

It  was  stated  orally  at  the  conference  that  the  business  o? 
colonizing  northern  Wisconsin  was  of  vast  importance  to  the 
State  and  also  to  the  railways;  that  the  law  as  now  inter- 
T>reted  by  the  railway  companies  created  a  serious  discrimi- 
^aation  against  the  interests  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin ;  that 
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a  resident  of  Illinois  could  secure  transportation  to  points  in 
northern  Wisconsin  much  cheaper  than  a  resident  of  the 
southern  part  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  could  reach  the  same 
territory;  that  low  rates  were  given  by  the  railway  com- 
panies to  land  seekers  going  from  the  State  of  Wisocnsin  into 
other  states,  and  that  a  resident  of  the  State  was  discriminated 
against,  in  that  he  had  to  pay  more  for  passage  if  he  desired 
to  pureha.se  a  home  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  State  than 
a  non-resident  would  be  compelled  to  pay;  and  that  the  State 
was  discriminated  against,  in  that  its  residents  could  secure 
cheaper  rates  of  transpoitation  to  points  ouside  of  the  State 
than  tliey  could  secure  within  the  State,  assuming  that  in  each 
case  the  party  desiring  transportation  was  a  home-seeker. 

The  letter  'from  Mr.  Miller  to  the  Oliver-Martin  Land 
Company,  bearing  date  July  6,  1905,  seems  to  bear  out  the 
contention  of  the  land  owners  and  agents  that  more  favorabii* 
concessions  were  given  to  non-residents  of  the  State  who  de- 
sired to  seek  homes  therein  than  were  being  given  to  residents 
thereof. 

Thero  were  a  large  number  of  land  owners  and  agents  pres- 
ent at  the  meeting  and  statements  were  made  and  reiterated 
that  the  railway  companies  would  be  willing  and  glad  to  sell 
tickets  at  rv:duced  rates  to  residents  of  Wisconsin  who  desired 
in  good  faith  to  purchase  them  with  a  view  of  securing  homes, 
if  they  could  do  so  without  violating  the  provisions  of  the 
law  and  subjecting  themselves  to  the  penalties  therein  provided. 

It  may  wc!l  be  conceded  that  it  is  a  matter  of  importance 
to  the  State  at  large  and  its  people,  that  the  unsettled  portions 
of  its  territory  should  be  developed,  thus  increasing  the  ma- 
terial wealth  of  the  State,  and  the  amount  of  taxable  prop 
erty  therein. 

It  was  conceded  at  the  hearing  that  the  Commission  had  no 
r)ow:r  to  order  or  direct  the  railway  companies  to  make  a 
lessor  rate  for  land  seekers  than  that  obtainable  by  the  people 
of  the  State  generally.  The  Commission  is  not  a  court  but 
an  adniini-strative  body,  on  which  are  conferred  certain  pow- 
ers in  regard  to  rate  making  that  tho  legislature  itself  might 
exercise  if  in  session.  The  legislature  can  confer  no  greater 
powera  in  this  behalf  than  it  might  itself  exercise.  Any  rate 
established  by  the  legislature  or  by  the  Cammission  must  be 
compensatory  in  order  to  be  legal,  and  luiless  we  are  preparel 
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to  maintain  that  the  rate  formerly  given  land-seekers  is  such, 
our  action  would  not  be  sustained  by  the  courts.  The  making 
of  a  non-compensatory  rate  would  amount  to  a  deprival  of  the 
railway  companies  of  their  property  without  due  process  of 
law. 

Chiaigo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Pcml  By,  Co.  vs.  State  of  Min- 
nesota,  10  Sup.  Ct  Rep.,  462. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission  vs.  Baltimore  i&  Ohio 
liy.  Co.,  43  Fed.  Eep.,  42. 

Smyth  vs.  Ames,  169  U.  S.,  466. 

And  in  no  event  would  the  Commission  have  the  power 
to  establish  a  higher  rate  for  the  transportation  of  one  class 
of  individuals  than  for  another. 

**The  power  of  the  legislature  to  enact  general  laws  re- 
garding a  railway  company  arid  its  affairs  does  not  include 
the  power  to  compel  it  to  make  an  exception  in  favor  of 
some  particular  class  in  the  community,  and  to  carry  the 
members  of  that  class  at  a  less  sum  than  it  has  the  right  to 
charge  for  those  who  were  not  fortunate  enough  to  be  mem- 
bers thereof." 

LaJce  Shore  &  Michigan  Southern  By.  Co.  vs.  Smhth,  173 
U.  S.,  684. 

But  the  right  of  the  Railroad  Commission  to  establish  such 
a  rate  as  that  sought  in  this  instance  is  one  proposition,  while 
the  right  of  the  railway  companies  to  give  such  rate  is  an  es- 
sentially different  question.  Confessedly,  there  was  no  re- 
striction on  the  railway  companies  to  grant  reduced  rates  t<'> 
land  seekers  within  this  State,  and  not  open  to  the  general 
public  prior  to  the  passage  of  chapter  362  of  the  Laws  of  1905, 
commonly  known  as  the  Railroad  Commission  Law. 

The  hearing,  if  it  might  be  called  such,  was  ex  parte,  the 
raihvay  companies  not  being  represented.  The  parties  ap- 
plying for  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commission  did  not  pre- 
tend to  have  given  any  particular  study  to  the  provisions  o^ 
the  law  itself;  their  contention  was  principally  to  the  effect 
that  heretofore  certain  privilegies  in  the  way  of  reduced  rates 
were  given  within  the  State  to  land-seekers;  that  is  was  im- 
portant that  such  priviloges  be  continued,  and  that  the  rail- 
way companies  were  willing  and  anxious  to  continue  them  if 
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they  could  lawfully  do  so,  but  that  before  they  could  induce 
the  railway  companies  to  change  their  present  attitude  in  ref- 
erence to  the  law,  they  must  have  some  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  legality  of  making  reduced  rates  from  the  Commis- 
sion. 

In  the  arguments  before  the  Commission  it   was   assumed 
that  section  8  was  the  stumbling  block,  if  any  there  were,  in  the 
way  of  the  railway  companies  giving  special  rates  to  land- 
seekers.      There  are,  however,  a  number  of  sections  in  that 
law  that  must  be  considered  in  passing  upon  the  questions 
submitted,  to-wit:  section  3,  subdivision  c,  section  4,  section 
8,  section  22,  section  23,  section  28. 
Taking  up  the  last  section  first,  it  provides  as  follows: 
''The  Commission  shall  have  power,  when  deemed  by  it 
necessary  to  prevent  injury  to  the  business  or  interests  of 
the  people  or  railroads  of  this  State  in  consequence  of  inter- 
state rate  wars,  or  in  case  of  any  other  emergency  to   be 
judged  of  by  the  Commission,  to  temporarily  alter,  amend, 
or,  with  the  consent  of  the  railroad  company  concerned, 
suspend    any    existing    passenger    rates,    freight    rates, 
schedules  and  orders  on  any  railroad  or  part  of  railroad  In 
this  State.      Such  rates  so  made  by  the  Commission  shall 
apply  on  one  or  more  of  the  railroads  in  this  state  or  any 
portion  thereof  as  may  be  directed  by  the  Commission,  and 
shall  take  effect  at  such  time  and  remain  in  force  for  such 
length  of  time  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commission. 
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If  the  condition  of  affairs  described  exists  it  would  not  be 
a  strained  construction  of  the  act  to  say  that  such  an  emer- 
gency as  is  provided  for  in  the  above  section  has  arisen,  and 
that  with  the  consent  of  the  railway  companies  the  Commis^- 
sion  might  make  an  emergency  rate  covering  the  sale  of  land- 
seekers'  tickets  only.  While  the  act  provides  that,  with  the 
consent  of  the  railway  companies,  the  Commission  can  tem- 
pararily  suspend  in  case  of  an  emergency,  to  be  judged  of  by 
the  Commission,  any  existing  passenger  rate,  still  the  section 
further  provides  that  such  an  emergency  rate  as  is  made  shall 
remain  in  force  for  such  length  of  time  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Commission.  The  difficulty  in  applying  this  section  t^. 
the  facts  laid  before  the  Commission  in  this  matter,  is  that 
the  law  seems  to  contemplate  action  by  the  Commission  in 
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cases  of  emergency,  and  does  not  seem  to  cooitemplate  the 
making  of  permanent  emergency  rates. 

There  is  authority  for  the  position  that  the  case  presents 
such  an  emergency  as  would  justify  action  by  the  Commission. 
This  section  of  our  law  is  taken  from  the  Texas  law.  The 
Commission  of  that  state  held  that  where  reduced  rates  were 
given  to  merchants  attending  jobbers'  excursions  from  points 
within  the  State  of  Texas  to  points  outside,  thus  diverting 
trade  from  the  Texas  jobbers  to  those  living  outside  of  the 
State  the  Railroad  Commission  might,  acting  under  thLs  clause, 
put  into  effect  the  same  rate  to  jobbing  centers  in  the  State  of 
Texas  that  were  given  to  jobbing  centers  without  the  state. 

See  Appendix  N,  12th  Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission of  the  State  of  Texas,  page  439;  the  hearing  being 
held  July  24th,  1903. 

So  far  as  the  questions  involved  in  this  application  are  con- 
cerned, the  material  portion  of  section  3  of  our  law  provides: 
**The  charges  made  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be 
rendered  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  prop- 
erty, or  for  any  service  in  connection  therewith  .  .  . 
shall  be  reasonable  and  just,  and  every  unjust  and  un- 
reasonable charge  for  such  service  is  prohibited  and  de- 
clared to  be  unlawful. ' ' 

This  provision  of  our  law  seems  to  be  taken  almost  literally 
from  section  1  of  tho  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  material 
portion  of  which  reads: 

**A11  charges  made  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  ren 
dered  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  as 
aforesaid  or  in  connection  there  with  .  .  .  shall  be  just 
and  reasonable,  and  every  unjust  and  unreasonable  charge 
for  such  service  is  prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful.'' 
Subdivision  c  of  section  4  of  our  law  provides  that:  **It 
shall  be  unlawful  for  any  railroad  to  charge,  demand,  col- 
lect or  receive  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  or  property  or  for  any  service  in 
connection  therewith  than  is  specified  in  such  printed  sched- 
ules, including  schedules  of  joint  rates,  as  may  at  the  time 
be  in  force,  and  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  named  therein 
shall  be  the  lawful  rates,  fares  and  charges  until  the  same 
^re  changed  as  herein  provide4-'' 
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The  Commission  has  not  been  advised  whether  the  rates  here- 
tofore given  land-seekers  were  published  rates,  or  were  con- 
tained in  the  printed  schedules  of  rates,  or  whether  the  rates, 
fares  or  charges  made  to  land  seekers  for  travel  were  adver- 
tised or  published  by  the  railway  companies  as  an  open  rate 
lor  that  class  of  travel.  The  passenger  schedules  have  not  as 
yet  been  filed  by  all  of  the  railways  in  interest,  and  we  have 
not  been  able  to  ascertain  from  an  examination  of  such  sched- 
ules and  tariffs  as  we  have,  whether  or  not  any  regular  rate 
was  published  or  printed  by  the  railway  companies  for  land- 
seekers'  tickets.  Certain  it  is  that  such  schedules  of  rates  sls 
were  in  force  at  the  time  the  law  was  enacted  are  declared  to  be 
lawful  rates  until  such  time  as  the  same  are  changed  by  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  provided  by  law.  From  other  pro- 
visions of  the  law  it  would  also  appear  that  if  the  home-seekers ' 
rates  were  published  rates  and  the  same  have  not  been  with- 
drawn before  the  law  went  into  effect,  such  rates  could  not  be 
legally  raised  by  the  railway  companies,  except  on  notice  and 
perhaps  on  application  to  the  Commission. 

The  provision  of  our  law  last  quoted  seems  to  be  borrowed 
from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Law.  Section  6  of  that  act  pro- 
vides for  the  printing  and  posting  of  schedules  of  rates  for 
carriage  of  persons  and  property,  and  the  act  further  provides 
as  follows: 

**When  any  such  common  carrier  shall  have  established 
its  rates,  fares  and  charges,  in  compliance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section,  it  shall  be  unlaw^ful  for  such  common 
carriGr  to  demand,  collect  or  receive  from  any  person  or 
persons  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  persons  or  property,  or  for  any  service  in  connection 
therewith,  than  is  specified  in  such  published  schedule  of 
rates,  fares  and  charges,  as  may  at  the  time  be  in  force." 

The  difference  in  verbiage  between  said  subdivision  c  of  our 
law,  and  the  paragraph  from  section  6  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  quoted  is  not  to  our  minds  material  on  the  question 
presented  for  discussion. 

The  material  part  of  section  22  of  our  law  is  as  follows: 
**If  any  railroad     .     .     .     shall     .     .     .     charge,  demand, 
c(>llect  or  receive  from  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  y 
great  r  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  rendered  or  t') 
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bo  renclered  by  it  for  the  transportation  of  personn;  or  prop- 
erty or  for  any  service  in  connection  therewith,  than  that 
prescribed  in  the  published  tarifi's  then  in  force,  or  estab- 
lished as  provided  herein,  or  than  it  charges,  demands,  col- 
lects or  receives  from  any  other  person,  firm  or  corporatiou 
for  a  like  and  contemporaneous  service,  such  railroad  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  unjust  disciimination,  which  is  hereby 
prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful." 

This  portion  of  our  act  is  evidently  taken  from  section  2  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Law,  the  material  portion  of  which 
reads:  **If  any  common  carrier  .  .  .  shall  .  .  .  charg'^, 
demand,  collect  or  receive  from  any  person  or  persons  a 
greater  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  rendered,  or  to 
be  rendered,  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  prop- 
erty, subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  than  it  charges, 
demands,  collects  or  receives  from  any  other  person  or  per- 
sons for  doing  for  him  or  them  a  like  and  contemporaneous 
service  in  the  transportation  of  like  kind  of  traffic  under 
substantially  similar  circumstances  and  conditions,  such 
common  carrier  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  unjust  discrim- 
ination, which  is  hereby  prohibited  and  declared  to  be  un- 
ful." 

The  dilTerence  between  the  two  sections  quoted,  if  there  is 
any  difference,  is  the  following:  Our  law  provides  that  the 
chargo  must  be  the  same  for  **a  like  and  contemporaneous  serv- 
ice/' The  Interstate  Commerce  Law  provides  that  the  charge 
shall  be  the  same  for  **a  like  and  contemporaneous  service  in  the 
transportation  of  a  like  kind  of  traffic  under  substantially  sim- 
ilar circumstances  and  conditions." 

We  have  not  yet  had  the  time  to  run  down  the  decisions  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  just  what  force  or  effect,  if  any,  is 
given  in  the  words  '*like  kind  of  traffic  under  substantially 
similar  circumstances  and  conditions." 

Taking  up  the  proposition  as  an  abstract  on?  it  would  seem 
that  there  is  no  substantial  difference  between  section  22  of  our 
law  and  section  2  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Law,  in  so  far  as 
the  question  at  issue  is  concerned. 

Section  23  of  the  Wisconsin  law  provides: 

'*If  any  railroad  shall  make  or  give  any  undue  or  unrea- 
jsonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any  particular  person, 
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firm  or  corporation,  or  shall  subject  any  particular  person, 
firm  or  corporation  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice 
or  disadvantage  in  any  respect  whatsoever,  such  railroad 
shall  be  dcomed  guilty  of  unjust  tliscriraination,  which  is 
hereby  prohibited  and  declaimed  unlawful." 

Section  3  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Law  provides:  "That 
it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act  to  malce  or  give  any  undue  or  unnea- 
sonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any  particular  person, 
company,  firm,  corporation,  or  locality,  or  any  particular 
description  of  traffic  in  any  respect  whatsoever,  or  to  subject 
any  particular  person,  company,  firm,  corporation,  or  local- 
ity, or  any  particular  description  of  traffic,  to  any  undue  or 
unreasonablo  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any  respect  what- 
soever.'' 

This  provision  of  section  3  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
is  broader  than  section  23  of  our  act,  in  that  it  comprehends 
more  subjects  than  are  covered  by  the  provisions  of  our  act. 
For  instance,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Law  in  terms  prevents 
discrimination  between  localities,  and  also  prevents  discrimin- 
ation as  to  particular  descriptions  of  traffic,  while  section  23 
of  our  law  is  silent  on  b:>th  of  these  subjects. 

In  so  far  as  the  carriage  of  passengers  is  concerned  we  do 

not  find  any  prohibition  in  section  23  of  the  Wisconsin  law  that 

is  not  contained  in  section  3  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

The  material  part  of  section  8  of  the  Wisconsin  law  reads 

as  follows: 

'*  Nothing  herein  shall  prevent  .  .  ..  the  issuance  of 
mileage,  commutation  or  excursion  passengers'  tickets,  pro- 
vided the  Fanre  shall  be  obtainable  by  any  person  applying 
therefor  without  discrimination,  or  of  party  tickets,  provided, 
that  the  same  shall  be  obtainable  by  all  persons  applying 
therefor  under  like  circumstances  and  conditions." 
Section  22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Law  provides,  ''That 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  .  .  .  the  issuance  of 
mileage,  excursion,  or  commutation  passenger  tickets." 

Only  so  much  of  the  two  acts  are  quoted  as  arc  deemed  mate- 
rial in  consideration  of  the  question  involved. 

The  Wisconsin  law  is  precisely  the  same  as  the  Federal  law 
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in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  issuance  of  **  mileage,  excursion  or 
commutation  passenger  tickets."  Our  law  is  broader  than  the 
Federal  law  in  that  it  provides  that  party  tickets  may  be  se- 
cured, provided  they  are  **  obtainable  by  all  p3rson8  applying 
therefor  under  like  circumstances  and  conditions.'' 

In  other  words,  the  Wisconsin  law  includes  party  tickets  in 
section  8,  while  they  are  not  included,  at  least  in  express  terms, 
under  section  22  of  the  Federal  law. 

As  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  determine  from  a  hasty  con- 
sideration of  the  Wisconsin  law,  the  foregoing  quotations  com- 
prehend all  of  the  provisions  of  the  law  that  might  be  applicable 
to  the  principal  facts  laid  before  the  Commission  in  this  in- 
stance. There  may  be  some  provisions  that  we  have  overlooked 
that  may  have  a  material  bearing  on  the  ca&e;  at  the  present 
time  we  are  not  aware  of  any  and  none  have  been  called  to  our 
attention.  In  fact  we  have  not  had  the  benefit  of  any  critical 
discussion  of  the  provisions  of  the  law,  either  by  the  parties 
who  appeared  before  us,  or  the  railway  companies,  or  any  one 
else. 

The  consideration  of  section  8  of  our  law  necessitates  an 
inquiry  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  the 
tickets  formerly  sold  to  land  seekers  at  reduced  rates  come 
within  the  designation  of  excursion  tickets,  commutation  tickets 
or  party  tickets.  If  coming  under  the  designation  of  excursion 
or  commutation  tickets,  the  law  does  not  in  express  terms  say 
that  they  can  be  sold  only  to  persons  applying  therefor  **  under 
like  circumstances  and  conditions."  If  they  come  under  the 
designation  of  party  tickets,  then  the  railway  company  would 
undoubtedly  have  the  right  to  restrict  sale  to  such  persons  as 
are  bona  fide  home-seekers. 

We  have  no  very  definite  information  as  to  what  a  party 
ticket  is;  we  are  advised  by  some  that  railway  companies  have 
usually  restricted  the  sale  of  so  called  party  tickets  to  parties 
of  ten  or  more ;  we  are  advised,  on  the  other  hand,  that  some  of 
the  railway  companies  in  this  State  have  been  selling  at  certain 
seasons  of  the  year  party  tickets  to  parties  of  two  or  more-  The 
ordinary  definition  of  ''party'*  embodies  the  idea  of  two  or 
more  people.  Whether  the  term  ** party  tickets"  as  used  in 
section  8  of  the  Wisconsin  law,  should  be  construed  to  mean 
such  tickets  as  had  been  placed  on  sale  as  party  tickets  by  the 
railway  companies  prior  to  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the 
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law,  or  whether  the  law  should  be  constnied  to  mean  that  the 
railway  companies  would  have  the  right  to  make  party  rates 
for  parties  of  two  or  more  persons,  is  liable  to  be  a  vexatious 
question.  It  was  stated  by  several  parties  that  the  question  of 
land  seekers'  rates  was  considered  and  discussed  by  the  rail- 
road committee  in  the  senate,  that  the  idea  of  the  law  was  to 
permit  the  railway  companies  to  sell  tickets  to  land-seekers  at 
reduced  rates,  and  that  the  provision  in  the  law  in  reference  to 
the  sale  of  party  tickets  was  supposed  to  be  ample  to  permit 
the  railway  companies  to  give  reduced  rates  to  home-seekers, 
which  were  then  in  vogue. 

Whether  or  not  the  sale  of  reduced  rate  tickets  to  home- 
seekers,  under  the  designation  of  party  tickets,  could  be  made 
under  the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  law,  to  parties  of  less 
than  ten,  we  do  not  determine.  From  such  little  investigation 
as  we  have  been  able  to  give  the  matter,  the  question  appears 
to  be  a  purely  academic  one,  and  the  answer  wholly  immaterial. 
In  adopting  certain  provisions  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
law  into  our  own  law  we  have  adopted  with  it  the  construction 
placed  upon  these  particular  provisions  of  tho  Interstate  Com- 
merce law  by  the  Federal  Courts,  and  more  especially,  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  tho  United  States.  This  as  a  legal  propo- 
sition is  elementary  and  fundamental;  if  it  were  not  so,  and 
we  were  at  liberty  to  disregard  the  construction  placed  upon  the 
Federal  law  by  the  Federal  Supvonie  Court,  we  would  still  feel 
disrposcd  to  place  the  same  construction  on  our  act  that  was 
placed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  the  Fed- 
eral act,  where  the  language  of  the  two  acts  is  similar. 

.In  Smith  vs.  NortJicrn  Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  1  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  Reports,  208,  the  Intei'state  Commerce  Com- 
mission decided  that  the  practice  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
road Company  in  offering  certain  inducements  to  land-seekers 
who  purchased  lands  from  that  company,  which  inducements 
were  not  given  to  other  home-seekers  purchasing  lands  along 
the  line  of  the  road,  not  owned  by  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  w^as  an  unjust  discrimination  under  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  act,  and  the  practice  was  ordered  dis- 
continued. 

The  case  there  presented  differs  from  the  one  presently  under 
consideration  in  that  the  railwjiy  company  discriminated  in  favor 
of  parties  w-ho  purchased  lands  from  the  co:npany,  by  offering 
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them  rates  which  were  not  given  to  other  persons  traveling  at  the 
same  time,  and  the  same  distance,  but  v?ho  might  wish  to  pur- 
chase other  lands. 

It  will  be  observed  that  section  22  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce act,  after  which  our  section  8  is  largely  patterned,  does 
not  in  terms  permit  the  sale  of  party  tickets-  After  the  pas- 
sage of  that  act  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company 
placed  on  sale  party  tickets,  whereby  special  rates  were  given 
to  parties  of  ten  or  more  traveling  between  certain  points  on 
its  line.  The  Pitsburg,  Cincinnati  &  St.  Louis  Ry.  Co.,  a 
competing  line,  asserted  that  the  action  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Railroad  Company  in  placing  on  sale  party  tickets  at  reduced 
rates  was  unlawful,  and  a  violation  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
act,  and  that  its  business  and  traffic  were  b?ing  diverted  by 
reason  of  the  unlawful  rate  made  by  the  B.  &  0.  Railroad  Co. 
Complaint  was  lodged  with  the  Interstate  Commorce  Commis- 
sion and  that  commission  decided  that  the  complaint  was  well 
founded  and  ordered  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  to 
desist  from  making  sales  of  party  tickets  between  stations  on 
its  line,  at  less  than  the  rates  regularly  charged  to  single  pas- 
sengers between  the  same  points,  holding  that  it  was  a  discrim- 
ination to  carry  one  of  a  party  of  ten  for  a  less  rate  over  the 
same  distance,  in  the  same  train,  and  at  the  same  time,  than 
was  charged  to  a  single  passenger.  The  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Railroad  Company  continued  the  sale  of  excursion  tickets,  and 
An  action  was  commenced  against  it  in  the  United  States  Cir- 
cuit Court,  to  restrain  it  from  selling  party  tickets  at  reduced 
rates.  The  case  is  reported  in  the  43rd  Federal  Reporter, 
page  37.  It  was  in  substance  held  by  the  Federal  Court,  that 
the  term  ''commutation  tickets,"  as  contained  in  section  22  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  law,  wag  broad  enough  to  include 
and  did  in  this  particular  instance  include  a  party  ticket ;  that 
the  sale  of  transportation  to  a  party  of  ten,  at  a  reduced  rate 
from  that  given  to  a  single  passenger,  was  not  an  unfair  and 
unjust  discrimination;  that  Cmgress  did  not  intend,  by  making 
certain  exceptions  in  section  22.  to  prevent  the  sales  of  other 
classes  of  tickets  that  had  been  sold  at  less  than  regular  rates 
before  the  passage  of  the  act,  and  that  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Railroad  Co.  had  the  right  to  sell  party  tickets  at  less  than  the 
regular  fare  charged,  even  though  such  a  ticket  was  not  ex- 
pressly provided  for  in  section  22.  The  petition  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commissiou  was  therefore  dismissed. 
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An  appeal  was  taken  from  this  decision  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  report  of  the  case  is  found  in  Vol. 
145,  U.  S.  Rep.,  263.  In  this  decision  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  refused  to  hold  that  the  term  **  commutation 
ticket,''  as  used  in  section  22  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
was  broad  enough  to  include  a  party  ticket. 

In  construing  section  22  of  that  act,  which  is  substantially  like 
section  8  of  our  act,  the  court  said : 

'*The  unlawfulness  defined  by  sections  2  and  3  consists 
either  iii  an  *  unjust  discrimination'  or  an  *  undue  or  unrea- 
sonable preference  or  advantage,'  and  the  object  of  section  22 
was  to  settle  beyond  all  doubt  that  the  discrimination  in 
favor  of  certain  persons  therein  named  should  not  be  deemed 
unjust.  It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  there  may  not  he 
other  classes  of  persons  in  whose  favor  a  discrimination  may 
be  made  without  such  discrimination  being  unjust.  In  other 
words,  this  section  is  rather  illustrative  than  exclusive.  In- 
deed, many,  if  not  all,  the  excepted  classes  namod  in  section 
22  are  those  which,  in  the  absence  of  this  section,  would  not 
necessarily  be  held  the  subjects  of  an  unjust  discrimination, 
if  more  favorable  torms  were  extended  to  them  than  to  ordi- 
nary passengers." 

In  this  decision  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has 
held  that  the  fact  that  railway  companies  were  allowed  to  sell 
certain  reduced  rate  tickets  by  section  22  of  the  act,  did  not 
preclude  such  companies  from  selling  other  classes  of  tickets  not 
mentioned  in  section  22,  at  less  than  the  regular  rates,  unless 
such  sale  amounted  to  an  '* unjust  discrimination,"  or  **an  un- 
reasonable preference  or  advantage." 

In  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  the  Court  holds  that  the 
difference  between  what  constitutes  discrimination  in  the  car- 
riage of  property  and  persons  should  be  borne  in  mind.  It 
holds  that  a  railway  company  may  be  able,  by  largely  increas- 
ing its  traffic,  to  carry  parties  of  ten  or  more  at  a  less  rate  of 
compensation  than  it  charges  a  single  passenger;  that  there  is 
no  unjust  discrimination  against  the  ^ngle  passenger  because 
of  the  difference  in  rate,  inasmuch  as  he  has  the  privilege  of 
getting  up  a  party  of  ten  and  riding  at  the  reduced  rate.  The 
Court  said  it  might  woU  be  that  a  large  quantity  of  freight 
might  be  shipped  to  a  single  consignee  at  a  less  cost  than  a 
^mall  amount  of  freight.     The  charge  of  a  higher  rate  to  the 
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smaller  shipper,  however,  might  very  well  result  in  unjust  dis- 
crimination; if  his  competitor  was  able  to  secure  the  transporta- 
tion of  goods  at  a  materially  less  rate,  he  would  be  able  to  sell 
them  at  a  lower  price,  and  thus  finally  drive  the  small  merchant 
out  of  business.  No  such  condition  is  likely  to  result  from  the 
discrimination  in  the  rates  charged  to  travelers  at  wholesale  over 
lines  of  road  and  single  travelers  over  the  same  line,  and  be- 
tween the  same  points. 

The  Court  held  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  railway 
companies  were  not  expressly  permitted  by  section  22  of  the 
act  to  sell  party  tickets,  and  notwithstanding  sections  1,  2  and  3 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  sale  of  such  tickets  did  not 
constitute  an  unlawful  discrimination,  and  the  railway  compa- 
nies were  not  prohibited  from  selling  such  tickets,  at  reduced 
rates,  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  law. 

As  far  as  we  can  see,  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce law  and  our  own  that  bear  upon  the  question  before  us, 
are  substantially  alike;  the  interpretation  placed  upon  that  act 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  for  all  practical 
purposes  as  much  a  part  of  the  law  as  the  statute  itself ;  apply- 
ing that  interpretation  to  our  law,  it  would  seem  to  us  that  where 
railways  had  been  selling  land-seekers'  tickets  heretofore  at  re- 
duced rates,  they  are  not  in  any  way  prohibited  from  selling 
such  tickets  at  reduced  rates  at  the  present  time,  and  under  the 
provisions  of  our  law. 

You  have  only  to  substitute  the  words  ** land-seekers'  tickets" 
for  the  words  ''party  tickets,"  and  you  have  exactly  the  same 
state  of  facts  arising  under  our  law  that  arose  under  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  law;  there  no  special  permission  was  granted 
to  railway  companies  to  sell  party  tickets ;  here  we  may  assume 
that  no  special  permission  was  granted  to  the  railway  com- 
panies to  sell  land-seekers'  tickets,  for  the  purpose  of  argument; 
but  these  tickets  have  been  on  sale  heretoforoy  as  party  tickets 
were  on  sale  before  the  passage  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
law;  and  the  tickets  were  open  for  sale  to  all  persons  applying 
therefor,  under  like  ciroiunstances  and  conditions. 

While  it  may  be  said  in  a  sense  that  there  is  a  discrimination, 
still  our  Federal  Supreme  Court  has  said  that  there  was  no  un- 
just or  unreasonable  discrimination  as  a  result  of  placing  such 
tickets  on  sale  at  reduced  cost.  So  far  as  we  are  aware,  the 
decision  covers  every  question  that  is  involved  in  the  application 
before  us- 
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If  we  correctly  understand  the  provisions  of  the  Intersftat* 
Commerce  law,  in  so  far  as  they  afTect  the  question  before  us, 
they  are  similar  to  our  own  law.  If  this  be  true  it  follows  that 
if  it  is  a  violation  of  our  law  to  carry  a  home-seeker  between 
points  in  this  state  at  reduced  rates  of  fare  not  open  to  the  gen- 
eral public,  then  it  is  a  violation  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  law 
to  transport  home-sekers  at  such  rates  from  one  state  to  another. 

We  have  been  asked  to  give  a  speedy  answer  to  the  request 
filed  with  us,  on  the  ground  that  tho  interests  of  the  State  were 
being  jeopardized  under  existing  conditions.  Some  of  the  argu- 
ments in  support  of  such  contention  have  appealed  to  us 
strongly,  while  others  have  not.  We  can  give  no  practical  effect 
to  our  judgment  on  the  application.     A  more  extensive  examina- 
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tion  of  the  law  and  the  decisions  of  the  Inler;stato  Commerce 
Commission,  might  result  in  convincing  us  that  we  are  in  error 
on  some  of  the  propositions  herein  advanced ;  if  we  are  we  freely 
reserve  the  right  to  reverse  ourselves. 

It  is  our  opinion  that  common  carriers  have  the  right,  if  thej 
choose  to  exercise  it,  of  selling  tickets  to  bona  fide  land-seekers 
at  less  than  the  regular  fare  oifered  the  public  generally,  pro- 
vided that  all  who  fall  within  the  designation  of  bona  file  land- 
seekers  are  treated  alike  and  without  discrimination.  If  on 
fuller  investigation  wo  should  change  our  views  we  will  advise 
all  parties  in  interest,  and  also  advise  the  railway  companies  to 
withdraw  the  reduced  rates,  if  they  see  fit  to  give  tliem  in  the 
meantime. 

We  have  been  asked  to  say  whether  or  not  the  practice  of  giv- 
ing free  transportation  to  land  agents  must  be  discontinued. 
Before  giving  a  definite  opinion  on  this  subject  we  would  pre- 
fer to  consult  the  attorney  general's  office;  for  the  present,  at 
least,  we  express  no  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  do  not  wish  to 
be  understood  as  in  any  way  sanctioning  the  custom  heretofore 
said  to  be  prevalent,  of  giving  free  transrportation  to  land  agents. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halfobd  Erickson. 
Commissioners. 

Madison,  Wis.,  July  20,  1905. 
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No.  2. 

In  re  APPLICATION  CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MNNEAPO- 
OLIS  &  OMAHA  RAILWAY  COMPANY  FOB  LEAVE 
TO  DISCONTINUE  TAEIFP  ON  WOOD  FOB  THE 
ASHLAND  IRON  &  STEEL  COMPANY. 

William  Wilkins,  for  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel"  Company. 
H.  M.  Pearee,  for  C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co. 

Held,  (1)  That  under  sectian  6  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  concen* 
tration,  commodity,  transit  and  other  special  contract  rates  are 
expressly  authorized,  provided  such  rates  are  open  to  all  8hii>- 
perB  of  a  like  kind  of  traffic  under  similar  circumstances  and 
conditions. 

(2)  That  a  lower  rate  might  be  made  in  this  case  on  raw  material, 
where  the  same  was  intended  for  manufacture  and  the  manu* 
factured  product  was  to  be  shipped  out  over  the  line  of  road 
hauling  such  raw  material  and  the  rate  on  the  raw  material 
plus  the  rate  on  the  manufactured  product  amounted  to  a  fair 
compensation  for  the  entire  haulage  service,  than  a  carrier 
would  be  obliged  to  make  where  such  raw  material  was  con- 
sumed at  the  point  of  delivery  and  brought  no  revenue  except 
thai  obtained  from  the  original  haul. 

(3)  That  the  circumstances  and  conditions  under  which  the  two 
kinds  of  shipments  are  made  in  thiB  instance  are  not  similar/ 
and  that  the  practice  of  making  a  lower  rate  in  the  one  case 
than  in  the  other  does  not  unjustly  discriminate  against  the 
shipper  paying  the  higher  rate,  and  therefore  the  action  of  the 
carrier  in  exacting  a  higher  rate  In  the  one  case  than  the  other 
was  not  unlawful. 

Application  was  made  to  the  Commission  to  discontinue  tariff 
number  15,0lS  making  a  rate  of  40  cents  per  cord  on  wood  from 
certain  points  on  the  Omaha  line  to  Ashland,  Wis.  The  reason 
for  the  discontinuation,  stated  in  the  application,  was  that  the 
tariff  was  very  low,  and  was  based  upon  an  agreement  to  ship 
the  by-products  over  the  line  of  the  road,  and  it  was  alleged 
that  this  latter  part  of  the  agreement  had  not  been  carried  out 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  company.  In  reply  to  this  application, 
the  Commission  notified  the  Railway  Company  that  the  law  re- 
quired notice  to  be  given  to  the  party  in  interest,  so  that  it 
might  be  heard  on  the  application,  and  notice  was  accordingly 
given  to  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Company  of  the  proposed  can- 
cellation of  the  tariff.    Objection  to  the  cancellation  was  made 
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by  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Company  and  accordingly  a  time 
was  fixed  by  the  Commission  to  hear  thi  parli'3s  in  interest. 

The  date  fixed  was  October  18,  1905,  at  which  time  the  Rail- 
way Company  appeared  by  II.  M.  Pearce,  its  general  freight 
agent;  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Company  was  represented  by 
William  Wilkins,  its  manager. 

On  the  hearing  it  appeared  that  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel 
Co.  was  engaged  largely  in  the  manufacture  of  pig  iron  and  that 
in  its  manufacture  large  quantities  of  charcoal  are  u^/od;  that 
the  company  formerly  had  its  charcoal  prepared   at  various 
points  on  the  roads  leading  to  Ashland  and  shipped  to  Ashland 
from  the  coal  kilns;  that  some  years  back  the  company  realized 
that  if  the  wood  could  be  shipped  to  Ashland  and  reduced  to 
charcoal  at  that  point,  certain  valuable  by-products  of  the  wood 
could  be  saved  that  would  otherwise  be  wasted,   particalarly 
wood  alcohol  and  acetate  of  lime ;  that  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel 
Co.  before  changing  the  mode  of  conducting  its  business,  con- 
ferred with  three  of  the  leading  railways  entering  Ashland  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  rates  could  be  obtained  on  the 
shipment  of  cord  wood  from  various  points  on  their  lines,  and 
that  the  railway  companies,  in  consideration  of  the  amount  of 
freight  they  would  receive  from  the  shipment  of  the  by-prod- 
ucts from  the  wood,  and  perhaps  in  part  consideration  for  a 
promised  increase  in  the  output  of  pig  iron,  made  what  was  con- 
ceded at  the  hearing  to  be  an  extremely  low  rate  for  ihe  trans- 
portation of  the  wood  to  the  plant  of  the  company  at  Ashland. 
Substantially  the  same  rates  were  put  into  efTect  by  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railway  Co.,  the  Omaha  Railway  Company,  and  the 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  Co.    The  Omaha  Railway 
Company  alone  made  application  to  discontinue  the  rate  and 
based  its  application  on  the  ground  that  the  Ashland  Iron  & 
Steel  Company  did  not  carry  out  its  part  of  the  agreement  in 
regard  to  shipping  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  by-products  of 
the  wood  over  the  line  of  that  railway.    It  was  asserted  on  the 
hearing,  however,  by  Mr.  Pearce  that  the  rate  was  so  low  that 
it  was  not  compensatory,  and  that  was  given  as  an  additional 
reason  why  it  should  be  discontinued.     It  further  appeared  at 
the  hearing  that  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Company  uses  large 
quantities  of  wood  which  cannot  be  used  for  commercial  pur- 
poses in  that  vicinity,  generally  speakintr:  that  the  rates  which 
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it  is  paying  on  its  wood  at  the  preset  time  are  as  high  as  the 
rates  that  are  being  nharged  to  its  competitors  in  the  business; 
and  that  its  wood,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  costing  it  more  per 
cord  than  its  principal  business  competitors.  After  Mr.  Wil- 
kins'  pre»o2ntation  of  his  side  of  the  controversy,  it  was  admitted 
by  Mr.  Pearce  that  he  was*  mistaken  in  his  assumption  that  his 
company  did  not  i*eceive  a  fair  and  equitable  amount  of  the  by- 
products from  the  wocd  which  it  hauls  for  the  Ashland  Iron  & 
Steel  Co.  lie  further  stated,  that  taking  all  tba  facts  detailed 
by  Mr.  Wilkins  into  account,  he  thought  it  would  be  no  more 
than  fair  for  his  company  to  continue  the  present  rate  for  the 
Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Company,  pTOvidcd  such  action  did  not 
constitute  a  precedent  that  would  bind  the  company  to  ship 
wood  for  all  parties  desiring  shipment  between  the  same  points 
at  like  rates,  regardless  of  the  purpose  for  which  the  wood  was 
used. 

It  is  perhaps  unnecesvsary  to  go  into  any  discussion  of  the 
law  on  the  subject.  Section  6  of  chapter  362,  of  the  Laws  of 
Wisconsin  for  the  year  1905,  being  the  law  creating  the  Railroad 
Commission,  provides  that 

**  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  concen- 
tration, commodity,  transit,  and  other  special  contract  rates, 
but  all  such  rates  shall  be  open  to  all  shippers  for  a  like  kind 
of  traffic  undor  similar  circumstances  and  conditions." 

In  this  case,  the  earnings  of  the  Railway  Company  on  haul- 
ing the  wood,  and  hauling  the  product  of  the  wood,  probably 
afforded  a  fair  measure  of  compensation  for  the  two  services. 
If  a  prohibitory  rate  were  to  be  mado  on  wood  the  Railway 
Company  would  lose  both  classes  of  traffic.  It  is  important  to 
those  who  are  clearing  their  lands  and  fitting  them  for  culti- 
vation, that  they  have  some  market  for  this  class  of  material. 
The  rate  on  the  outgoing  product  is  remunerative.  It  would 
seem  that  a  lesser  rate  might  well  be  made  on  a  commodity 
such  as  wood  or  saw  logs,  where  the  carrier,  was  to  receive  a 
remuiiorative  rate  for  hauling  the  manufactured  product,  than 
might  be  made  where  there  was  no  manufactured  product  to 
haul,  and  that  the  circumstances  and  conditions  in  the  one  case 
were  materially  different  from  those  in  the  other.  For  the  pres- 
ent the  rate  in  force  will  be  permitted  to  stand.  The  decision, 
however,  is  not  to  be  construed  as  establishing  a  precedent,  or 
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making  a  ruling  to  the  effect  that  the  rate  sought  to  be  discon- 
tinued would  be  a  reasonable  rate,  were  it  not  based  on  an  agree- 
ment by  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Co.  to  furnish  the  Railway 
Company  with  a  reasonable  portion  of  the  shipment  of  the  by- 
products made  from  the  wood. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  BIei-eb, 
Halpord  Erickson, 

Cammis9ioner8. 
Dated  this  20th  day  of  July,  A.  D.,  1905. 


Ko.  8, 

VALVOLINE  OIL  COMPANY 

vs. 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTII-WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
AND  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY 
COjVIPANY. 

II.  L.  Potter,  for  Petitioner. 

This  was  a  complaint  against  the  rates  on  petroleum  and  pe- 
troloum  products  from  Chicago  and  Milwaukee  to  Madison. 
Tlie  rates  from  Chicago  to  Madison,  being  interstate  rates,  the 
Railroad  Commissrion  of  Wisconsin  has  no  power  over  them,  ex- 
cept to  irvestigate  and  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  should  the  facts  warrant  such 
action.  The  petitioner  in  this  case  alleged  that  the  rates  from 
ChicnjTo  to  IVIadison  of  12i/o  cents  per  100  lbs.,  were  excessive  as 
compared  with  the  rate  of  193<4  cents  per  100  lbs.  from  Warren, 
Pennsylvania,  its  principal  shipping  point,  to  Chicago.  Tho 
rate  of  121^  cents  from  Chicago  to  Madison,  was  farther  a^eged 
to  be  discriminatory  as  compared  with  the  rate  of  7  cents  from 
Chicago  to  Janesville,  Stoiighton,  Evansville  and  the  places 
enumerated  in  tho  complaint.  The  rale  from  Chicago  to  Osh- 
kor>h,  a  distance  of  165  miles,  and  Chicago  to  Watertown,  a  dis- 
tance of  130  miles,  was  10  cents;  and  from  Chicago  to  Green 
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Bay,  a  disrtance  of  213  miles,  12  cents.  Madison  is  only  22  inilea 
north  of  Evansville  and  14  miles  beyond  Stoughton  and  yet  an 
extra  charge  of  5^  cent^  is  levied  for  these  distances.  The  dis- 
crimination in  the  rate  from  Milwaukee  to  Stoughton  and  Evans- 
ville, as  compared  with  IMadison,  is  even  greater.  The  rate  from 
]\rilwaukec  to  Stoughton  and  Evansville  is  5  cents  per  100 
pounds,  while  the  rate  from  Milwaukee  to  Madison  is  12Vij  cents. 
The  petitioner  alleged  that  the  rates  complained  of  were  a 
discrimination  in  favore  of  the  Standard  Oil  Company,  which  had 
distributing  stations  at  Stoughton  and  Evansville  and  other 
places  named  and  a  discrimination  against  the  Valvoline  Oil 
Company,  an  independent  company,  whicV^  distributed  its  pro- 
ducts from  Madison. 

After  correspondence  and  informal  conferences,  the  Railway 
Companies  volunteered  to  reduce  the  rate  from  Milwaukee  and 
Chicago  to  Madison  to  7  cents  per  100  pounds,  which  was  satis- 
factory to  tho  petitioner,  whereupon  the  complaint  was  with- 
drawn. 

When  the  new  tariff  was  issued  it  was  observed  that  the  min- 
imum weight  had  been  raised  from  24,000  pounds  to  30,000 
pounds.  The  Commission  took  the  position  that  since  nothing 
was  said  in  the  previous  negotations  about  the  minimum  weight, 
the  same  should  remain  unchanged  unless  expressly  ordered 
otherwise  after  the  hearing.  The  Commission  took  the  position 
that  the  advance  in  the  minimum  weight  might  tend  to  nullify 
the  reduction  in  the  rate  which  the  companies  had  agieed  to 
make.  It  was  shown  that  shipments  of  oil  in  barrels  could  not 
possibly  reach  the  30,000  pound  minimum,  for  a  great  majority 
of  the  freight  cars  used  in  this  service.  Compilations  of  cars 
and  their  dimensions,  made  by  the  Commission,  showed  that  only 
a  sm<all  percentage  of  the  equipment  of  the  railway  ears,  were 
capable  of  holding  a  minimum  of  30,000  pounds  of  petroleum  in 
barrels,  and  that  these  cars  were  generally  employed  in  other 
branches  of  the  service.  The  Valvoline  Oil  Company,  not  having 
a  large  enough  supply  of  tank  cars  of  its  own,  is  obliged  to  ship 
largely  in  box  cars  and  a  minimum  requirement  of  30,000 
pounds,  would  be  a  discrimination  against  it  and  in  favor  of 
transporters  of  oil  in  larger  cars.  Hereupon,  the  tariff  establish- 
ing the  minimum  of  30,000  pounds,  was  withdrawn  and  the 
minimum  weight  of  24,000  pounds  has  been  maintained  since 
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that  time.    The  matters  related  above  transpired  during  August 
and  September,  1905. 

During  August,  1906,  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  and  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Companies,  filed  new 
tariffs  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  The  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  tariff  applied  on  shipments  from  Chicago  to  Free- 
port,  Illinois,  Madison  and  Lake  Mills,  "Wisconsin  and  the 
Chicago,  Mlwaukee  &  St.  Paul  tariff  from  Chicago  to  Madison. 
The  new  rate  was  first  published  at  9  cents  per  100  pounds,  but 
a  few  days  later  it  was  put  down  to  S  cents,  the  explanation 
being  that  the  9  cent  rate  was  published  by  mistake.  The  rates 
to  Beloit,  Janesville,  Port  Atkinson,  Oconomowoc,  Stoughton, 
Evansville  and  other  places  were  left  unchanged.  The  Valvoline 
Oil  Company,  at  once  filed  a  new  complaint  protesting  against 
the  proposed  9  cent  rate  as  b^ing  in  effect,  a  discrimination 
against  it  and  calculated  to  do  great  injury  to  its  business.  "When 
the  Railway  Companies  corrected  the  rate  to  8  cents  the  Valvoline 
Oil  Company  amended  its  petition  and  proceedings  were  begun 
to  test  the  reasonableness  of  the  8  cent  rate  from  Chicago  to 
Madison.  After  notice  had  been  served  by  the  Commission  on 
the  Railway  Companies,  the  8  cent  rate  was  withdrawn,  before 
the  tariff  became  effective  by  its  terms  and  the  7  cent  rate  re- 
established. 


No.  4. 

MASON-DONALDSON  LUMBER  COMPANY 

against 
CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

This  petition  was  filed  November  10,  1905.  It  involved  rales 
on  lumber  from  Ashland,  Odanah  and  the  Lake  Superior  terri- 
tory generally,  to  Beloit,  Janesville,  Evansville  and  other 
points.  The  points  involved  in  the  petition  were  discussed 
several  times  with  traffic  officials,  a  special  report  on  the  sit- 
uation was  made  by  one  of  the  Commissioners,  and  finally  the 
petitioner  requested  the  Commission  to  drop  proceedings  in  th« 
case. 
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No.  6. 

E.  A.  EDMONDS  AND  A.  W.  SANBORN 

against 
THE  PULLMAN  COMPANY 

These  petitions  related  specifically  to  the  charge  of  $1.50  and 
$2.00,  which  is  charged  for  a  berth  by  the  Pullman  Company, 
between  Rhinelander  and  Ashland  and  Milwaukee,  respective- 
ly. The  petitioners  allege  that  these  charges  are  unreasonable 
and  excessive  for  the  services  performed  and  that  they  yield 
the  Pullman  Company  more  than  a  fair  rate  of  revenue  on  the 
investment.  The  petitioners  further  complain  regarding  the 
practice  or  custom  of  the  Pullman  Company  in  the  operation 
of  its  cars,  to  lower  the  upper  berth  whether  the  same  is  oc- 
cupied or  not. 

The  Railroad  Commission  began  an  investigation  of  tlie 
Pullman'  car  business  in  Wisconsin  immediately  after  the  peti- 
tions had  been  filed.  A  considerable  amount  of  information 
has  been  collected  but  not  enough  to  enable  the  Commission  to 
act  intelligently  and  justly  in  the  matter.  Other  and  more 
pressing  matters  have  occupied  the  Commission,  but  in  the  near 
future  the  Pullman  investigation  will  be  resumed  and  pushed 
to  its  completion  as  rapidly  as  possible. 


No.  6. 

TSLAT^D  PAPER  COMPANY, 

v^s 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Silas  Bullard  for  Petitioner. 
Thomas  II.  Gill  for  Respondent. 

Ck>mplaint  against  carrier  charging  unjust  discrimination:  (1)  In  the 
rates  on  pulp  wood  as  compared  with  the  rates  on  fuel  wood, 
bolts  and  logs;  (2)  in  a  published  proportional  rate  on  pulp 
wood;  (3)  in  the  regular  rate  on  pulp  wood  to  Neenah-Menasha 
fus  compared  with  the  rate  on  pulp  wood  to  competitive  pointy. 
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Held,  That  on  the  facts  before  the  Commission  no  unjust  discrimlna 
tion  has  been  shown  to  exist  in  the  rates  on  pulp  wood  as  com- 
pared with  the  rates  on  fuel  wood,  bolts  and  logs  although  there 
are  some  matters  connected  with  this  part  of  the  complaint  which 
require  additional  investigation; 

That  the  proportional  rate  complained  of  is  unjustly  discrimatory, 
having  caused  financial  loss  to  the  complainant  and  should  bo 
cancelled ; 

That  the  existing  rates  on  pulp  wood  into  Neenah-Menasha  are  ex- 
cessive and  should  be  reduced;  and  by  this  order  they  are  re- 
duced. 

Petitioner,  the  Island  Paper  Company,  is  a  corporation  en- 
gaged in  the  manufacture  of  pulp  and  paper  having  its  ]).i 
cipal  office  in  the  city  of  Menasha,  The  petitioner  manufac- 
t:ires  what  is  knovm  as  fibre  paper  which  is  largely  manufac- 
tured from  hemlock  wood.  It  manufactures  its  own  pulp  for 
tlie  purpose  of  supplying  its  mill  and  is  obliged  to  ship  in  large 
quantities  of  hemlock  pulp  wood  annually.  The  amount  of 
such  shipments  of  pulp  wood  is  about  18,000  cords  per  year. 
Heretofore  the  petitioner  has  used  almost  entirely  small  hem- 
lock which  is  usually  designated  as  hemlock  pulp  wood  but  in 
tlio  future  it  intends  to  use  also  hemlock  logs  which  are  suitable 
for  saw  logs  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  its  supply  of 
pulp. 

The  petitioner  asserts  that  there  is  practically  no  supply  of 
hemlock  wood  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  its  mill  and  that  it 
is  obliged  to  ship  in  its  supply  from  considerable  distances, 
chiefly  over  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany, from  points  between  High  Bridge  in  Ashland  County  and 
Abbotsford  in  Clai'k  County.  The  rates,  which  are  charged 
from  such  points  to  ^feenah-Meiiasha,  are  exhibited  in  schedule 
"A,"  accompanying  the  complaint.  Petitioner  also  submitted 
exhibits  containing  the  rates  from  the  same  points  to  Neenah- 
Menasha  on  cord-wood,  bolts  and  logs,  as  well  as  a  schedule 
containing  the  proportional  rates  on  pulp  wood  between  these 
same  points  and  Keenah-Mcnaslia,  for  delivery  to  various  con- 
sumers at  points  beyond  the  line  of  the  Wiseonsin  Central. 

Petitioner  avers  on  information  and  belief  that  a  materially 
higher  rate  is  charged  to  a  pulp  or  paper  mill  for  hauling  hem- 
lock logs  and  delivering  the  same  to  it,  over  the  same  line  of 
road,  and  to  the  same  point,  than  is  charged  to  saw  mills  and 
other  wood  working  plants,  and  that  such  excessive  charges  to 
the  manufacturers  of  pulp  and  paper  is  an  unjust  and  unrea- 
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sonable  discrimination  against  the  petitioner;  the  petitioner 
further  states  that  hemlock  pulp  wood  is  a  commodity  of  lees 
value  and  one  that  brings  a  lower  price  in  the  market  than  the 
ordinary  wood  used  for  fuel  and  that  no  subsequent  haul  is 
obtained  from  fuel  wood  as  in  the  case  of  pulp  wood,  the 
finished  product  of  which  bears  a  high  rate  of  charge  on  out- 
going shipments.  This,  is  is  asserted,  is  a  discrimination  a- 
gainst  shippers  of  hemlock  wood. 

The  petition  also  alleges  that  hemlock  pulp  wood  is  shipped 
into  Neenah  and  Menasha  over  tho  lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Railway  for  delivery  at  Appljton  and  other  points  beyond 
the  line  of  the  Central,  at  &  lower  rate  of  charge  than  the  peti- 
tioner is  obliged  to  pay  for  shipments  into  Neenah  and  Men- 
asha. This  is  represented  as  an  unjust  discrimination  against 
the  petitioner. 

The  answer  of  the  Railway  Company  admits  the  correctness 

of  the  schedules  of  rates  submitted  as  exhibits  in  connection 
with  the  complaint.  It  also  admits  that  a  higher  rate  is  charged 
for  hemlock  logs  when  destined  for  ukc  in  paper  mills  than  on 
logs  between  the  same  points  when  destined  for  saw  mills  and 
other  wood  working  plants.  It  is  denied  that  this  difference 
in  the  rate  between  the  two  classes  of  material  is  an  unjust  or 
unreasonable  discrimination  for  the  reason  that  while  such 
schedules  of  rates  are  based  entirely  upon  the  agreement  of  the 
manufacturer  to  deliver  to  the  railway  company  which  brings 
in  the  raw  material  the  manufactured  material  of  whatever 
kind  for  out-shipment,  it  still  is  a  fact  that  a  much  larger  pro- 
duct of  out-shipmcnt  at  substantially  similar  rates  within  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  is  realized  by  the  railway  company  from 
saw  logs,  than  from  paper,  the  product  of  the  manufacture  of 
such  hemlock  pulp  wood  For  these  reasons  the  respondent 
Railway  Company  claims  and  insists  that  the  relation  in  the 
rate  between  pulp  wood  and  saw  logs  is  a  fair  and  just  dis- 
crimination, "required  by  the  terms  of  the  law.'' 

Respondent  denies  any  knowledge  or  information  suflBcient 
to  form  a  belief  as  to  whether  hemlock  pulp  wood  is  of  less  value 
in  the  market  than  wood  transported  for  fuel  purposes  althoujh 
the  respondent  submits  and  urges  that  probably  60  per  cent,  of 

the  wood  transported  for  fuel  purposes  over  its  lines  consists  of 
slabs  and  mill  refuse  which  commands  a  very  much  less  price 


48  Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission.    - 

per  cord  in  the  market  than  hemlock  pulp  wood  used  for  mak- 
ing pulp.  That  this  slab  wood  and  mill  refuse  w'ould  have  no 
market  were  not  an  exceptionally  low  rate  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  it  from  the  place  of  production  to  the  place  of 
consumption.  That  even  if  it  were  true  that  pulp  wood  Avere 
of  much  less  value  in  the  market  than  the  balance  of  the  ordin- 
ary wood  transported  over  respondent's  line  for  fuel  purposes, 
to-wit:  various  hard  woods,  still  respondent  urges  and  submits 
that  the  value  of  such  fuel  wood  varies  greatly  with  the  charac- 
ter of  the  winter  and  that  respondent  cannot  consistently  vary 
its  rates  wath  the  weather ;  also  that  such  low  rates  seem  fully 
justified  in  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  common  carriers 
under  all  the  circumstances  in  the  case  for  the  reason  that  there 
is  no  other  known  use  or  consumption  for  such  other  ordinary 
hard-woods  as  are  thus  transported  for  fuel  purposes.  While 
the  highest  value  of  hemlock  pulp  wood  lies  in  its  adaptability 
to  the  manufacture  of  paper  and  its  inadaptability  to  ordinary 
tuel  purposes.  The  respondent  further  urges  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  balance  of  40  per  cent,  of  fuel  wood  shipment 
consists  of  hard-w^ooda  which  are  known  as  kiln  refuse,  being  the 
tops  and  smaller  branches  of  trees,  the  better  part  of  which  is 
cut  into  cord-w^ood  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  charcoal 
at  kilns  and  in  the  manufacture  of  brick;  and  that  in  order 
not  to  make  a  total  loss  to  the  farmers  and  wood  producers 
along  the  line  of  the  respondent  and  for  the  same  reasons  tluit 
exceedingly  low  rates  are  made  for  the  transportation  of  slab 
wood  and  mill  refuse,  similarly  low  rates  have  been  compelled 
upon  this  forest  refuse,  constituting  such  a  large  proportion 
of  the  fuel  wood  transported.  Respondent  denies  that  the  dif- 
ferences thus  shown  in  the  tariffs  or  rates  between  cord-wood 
and  pulp-wood  are  in  any  sense  an  unjust  or  unfair  discrimina- 
tion against  the  paper  manufacturer. 

The  rcsjDondent  admits  that  heretofore  there  has  been,  and 
at  present  there  is  charj^jed  a  lower  nite  on  pulp  wood  from  tho 
same  point  of  shipment  to  Neenah  and  Menasha  when  such 
pulp  Avood  is  destined  or  delivered  to  ])oints  like  Apploton  or 
Kimberly  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Xortli  Western  Railway 
than  is  charged  upon  similar  pulp  wocd  from  the  same  points 
to  Xeenali  and  Jfenasha  destined  for  manufacture  into  pulp 
at  said  last  named  places,  but  denies  that  such  rate  is  in  fact 
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unjust  aud  discriminatory  against  the  paper  manufacturers  at 
Xeenah  and  Mcnaslia,  for  the  reason  that  the  paper  manu- 
facturers at  Xccnah  and  ]\[enasha  are  unable  to  take  and  con- 
sume all  the  wood  produced  at  points  along  the  line  of  the 
respondent  company  for  pulp  purposes,  and  that  the  surplus, 
therefore,  for  the  relief  and  benefit  of  those  who  produce  such 
hemlock  pulp  wood,  must  be  marketed  at  points  beyond  Necnah 
and  ]\lenasha;  and  that  in  order  to  meet  this  commercial  ex- 
igency the  respondent  has  been  required  to  establish  a  propor- 
tional rate  which  in  connection  with  the  local  rate  over  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Kailway  from  Necnah  and  ]\Iena.sha  to 
Appleton  and  Kimberly  will  enable  the  pulp  and  paper  manu- 
facturers at  the  last  named  places  to  procure  pulp  wood  in  com- 
netition  with  the  manufacturers  at  Neenah  and  Menasha  at 
the  same  prices. 

The  answer  cites  the  fact  that  this  proportional  rate  was 
made  on  the  assumption  that  the  same,  added  to  the  local  n.:  ' 
between  Neenah  and  Menasha  and  Appleton  and  other  points 
on  the  Chicago  and  Northwestern  Railway,  would  equal  the 
rate  which  is*  charged  by  the  Chicago  &  Northwesteni  Railway 

on  similar  products  produced  and  consumed  locally  upon  its 
own  line,  and  also  the  rate  which  is  charged  to  manufacturers  at 
Xeenah  and  Menasha  drawing  their  material  from  points  on 
the  Wisconsin  Central.  However,  the  respondent  having  been 
advised  sometime  during  the  month  of  December,  1905,  at  a 
hearing  before  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  that 
the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.   Co.  did  not  in  fact  charge 

such  local  rate  but  merely  a  nominal  switching  charge,  the  re- 
spondent has  requested  the  Commission  in  writing  for  author- 
ity to  withdraw  such  proportional  rate  in  order  to  abolish  the 
discrimination  which  the  same  has  caused  without  respondent's 
knowledge  or  intent. 

The  attorney  for  the  petitioner  also  submitted  a  carefully  pre- 
pared brief  containing  many  citations  from  decisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  of  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  and  other  federal  and  state  coui'ts,  tending  to 
show  that  when  a  carrier  has  had  a  certain  rate  in  effect  for 
many  years  the  existence  of  such  rate  is  in  itself  presumptive 
evidence  in  favor  of  its  reasonableness.  The  brief  tends  to 
maintain  the  proposition  that  where  the  evidence  shows  that 
the  advance  has  been  made  after  the  lower  rate  had  been  in  et 

4— R,  R. 
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feet  for  many  years  and  that  the  traffic  affected  by  such  rate  ia 
large,  important  and  constantly  increasing,  such  advance  should 
be  held  unjust  and  unreasonable  unless  the  same  can  be  satis- 
factorily explained.  By  these  authorities  and  arguments,  tlie 
respondent  endeavored  to  establish  the  conclusion  that  the  ex- 
isting proportional  rate,  which  has  been  the  cause  of  an  un- 
just discrimination,  should  be  made  the  regular  rate  rather 
than  permit  the  existing  regular  rate  to  stand  as  the  rate  to  be 
charged  in  the  future,  and  to  permit  the  withdrawal  of  the  pro- 
portional rate. 

The     complaint     in     this    proceeding    was  submitted     No- 
vember   23,     1905,    signed    by    John     Strange^    Vice     Pres- 
ident   of    the    Island    Paper    Company.    An    informal    con- 
ference was   held   at  the  office   of  the  Commission  between 
petitioner   and   the   respondent   on   December    13,    1905.     A 
few    days    later    the    Wisconsin    Central    Ry.    Co.    requested 
authority  to  withdraw  the  proportional  rate  on  pulp  wood 
to     Neenah-Menasha.     Correspondence     was     conducted     with 
manufacturers   located    in   other    Fox   River   points   who,    it 
was  held,   wsre  directly  interested   in   the  proportional   rate 
in    question;   but   for   reasons   shown   below   the   Commission 
did   not   authorize   the   withdrawal   of   the   proportional   rate 
at  this  time.     Meanwhile    time   passed  to  January   1,    1906, 
after  which  date  the  railway  companies  could  change  rates  on 
ten  days  notice  imder  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion Law,  but  the  Wisconsin  Central  preferred  not  to  act  under 
these  provisions  of  law  and  requested  the  express  consent  of  the 
Commission  instead.     The  Commission  designated   Febrn.n' 

15,  1906,  as  the  date  for  the  hearing  on  the  application.  The 
signer  of  the  petition  requested  a  postponement  because  of  his 
contemplated  withdrawal  from  tlie  complainant  company  and 
Silas  Bullard,  attorney  for  the  Island  Paper  Co.,  notified  the 
Commission  that  he  could  not  be  ready  for  hearing  by  Febru- 
ary 15.     Consequently  the  hearing  was  postponed  until  March 

16,  lD06,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  proceeding  on  that  day  an 
adjournment  was  taken  until  June  10,  1906.  At  both  of  these 
hearings  Silas  Bullard  represented  the  Island  Paper  Co.,  and 
Thomas  H.  Gill  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  At  the  hear- 
ing on  March  16,  1906  other  Fox  River  pulp  and  paper  manu- 
facturers were  officially  represented. 

The  chief  points  i^volved  in  this  proceeding  are,  first,  the 
(jharge  of  discrimination  in  the  rates  on  pulp  wood  as  compared 
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with  the  rates  on  fuel  wood,  bolts  and  logs ;  second,  unjust  dis- 
crimination resulting  from  the  application  of  a  proportional 
rate  on  pulp  wood  from  points  on  the  Wisconsin  Central  Jly. 
to  Nccnah-^Jfenasha,  one  cent  lower  than  the  r^ular  rate  to 
Xocnah-!Menasha  from  the  same  Wisconsin  Central  points,  thus 
placing  the  petitioner  at  a  disadvantage  in  comparison  with 
other  manufacturers ;  third,  the  allegation  that  the  rate  of  5  to 
6  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  respectively,  over  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Ry.  to  Neenah-Menasha  is  in  itself  excessive,  un- 
reasonable and  discriminatory. 

The  question  involved  in  the  first  point,  that  of  discrimina- 
tion in  the  rate  on  pulp  wood  as  compared  with  the  rate  on  fuel 
wood,  bolts  and  logs,  is  one  which  is  inherent  in  every  system 
of  classification  and  rates.  The  entire  svstem  of  the  classiiicf^^ 
tion  of  freight  is  based  upon  discrimination  among  commodi- 
ties The  very  essence  of  classification  is  discrimination.  To 
be  sure,  pulp  wood,  fuel  wood,  bolts  and  logs,  in  common  with 
many  other  articles,  are  caried  at  conunodity  rates  and  not  un- 
der the  classification,  so  that  strictly  and  technically  speaking,  no 
question  of  classification  is  involved  in  the  point  at  issue.  Yet, 
the  substance  of  the  thing  called  classification  is  present  which 
finds  objective  expression  in  the  different  rates.  The  four 
commodities  named  are  not  placed  by  the  Railway  Company 
in  the  same  class  of  traffic ;  if  thev  were  the  rate  would  be  the 
same  on  all  of  them  between  the  same  points.  In  other  cases 
which  have  come  before  this  Commission,  for  instance,  the 
case  of  the  Ashland  Iron  and  Steel  Company  against  the  Chi- 
cago, St.  Paid  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.,  it  was  urged 
that  the  amount  of  freight-money  received  by  a  railway  com- 
pany on  the  entire  haul  of  the  raw  material  going  in  and  on 
the  product  of  this  material  shipped  out,  together  constitutes 
the  remuneration  which  the  railway  company  receives  for  its 
services.  In  that  case  wood  was  shipped  from  the  same  points 
to  Ashland  for  fuel  purposes  and  for  manufacture  in  a  plant 
which  gives  the  railway  company  return  freight.  It  was  ar- 
gued, and  we  thought  successfully,  that  a  lower  rate  was  justified 
on  wood  destined  to  the  Iron  &  Steel  Company  for  its  exclu- 
sive use  in  manufacture,  withdrawn  from  the  ordinary  condi- 
tions of  a  competitive  market,  than  on  wood  shipped  from  the 
same  stations  to  Ashland  for  fuel  purposes.  In  the  present 
case  an  attempt  is  made  to  reverse  the  arguments.     It  is  main- 
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tained  by  the  Railway  Company  that  if  slab  wood  is  shipped 
iiiid  used  for  fuel,  one  rate  should  apply;  if  slab  wood  goes  into 
a  mill  to  be  manufactured  into  pulp,  a  higrher  rate  is  to  apply. 
Slab  wood  manufactured  into  pulp  yields  the  railway  company 
additional  revenue  on  the  shipments  of  paper  out  from  the 
point  of  manufacture,  thus  again  increasing  the  company's 
revenue.  It  is  generally  held  by  railway  companies,  including 
the  respondent  in  other  connections,  that  the  "products  clause^' 
in  a  tariff,  by  which  the  company  carrying  the  raw  material  in 
gets  the  outgoing  product,  justifies  a  lower  rate  on  raw  mater- 
ia!. According  to  this  line  of  reasoning  pulp  wood  should 
take  a  lower  rate  than  fuel  wood. 

This  contention  is  met  by  the  respondent  company,  as  will 
be  seen  by  reference  to  the  siunmary  of  its  answer,  in  two  ways. 
In  the  first  instance  the  company  maintains  that  about  60  per- 
cent of  these  shipments  of  wood  between  the  points  named  in 
the  wood  schedule  submitted  with  the  complaint  is  slab  wood,  a 
cheap  waste  product  which  would  not  move  at  a  higher  rate. 
A  hir^o  part  of  the  balance  of  the  40  per  cent,  is  kiln  refuse, 

hard  wood,  of  an  inferior  quality  and  incapable  of  bearing  a 
high  rate.  The  charge  of  discrimination  against  pulp  wood 
on  these  grounds,  the  respondent  holds,  is  unfoimded.  If  the 
facts  as  stated  are  true,  the  discrimination  in  favor  of  fuel  wood 
docs  not  appear  to  be  unjust. 

The  argun:ont  of  the  Railway  Company  with  reference  to  the 
relation  between  the  rates  on  logs  and  on  pulp  wood  is  based 
upon  the  relative  quantity  and  value,  of  the  outgoing  products. 
It  is  argued  that  a  given  car  of  logs  yields  more  freight  on  the 
outgoing  product  than  the  same  weight  of  pulp  wood.  Accord- 
ing to  the  statistics  compiled  by  one  of  the  paper  companies  a 
cord  of  pulp  wood,  at  an  average  weight  of  five  thousand  pounds 
for  the  green  word  r.nd  four  thousand  pounds  for  the  dry, 
yields  801  pounds  of  pa])cr.  One  thousand  feet  of  hemlock 
logs,  wcigliiiig  on  the  average  about  8,000  pounds,  will  produce 
about  1,250  feet  of  lumber  which  weighs  3,000  pounds.  The 
weight  of  the  lumlx'r  produced,  therefore,  is  double  the  weight 
of  the  paper  produced,  unit  for  unit  of  raw  material.  These 
figures  were  presented  at  the  hearing  as  close  estimates  rather 
than  exact  mathematical  quantities,  which  we  have  no  means 
of  verifying.  Since  they  were  accepted  by  the  parties  present 
we  may  assume  them  to  be  approximately  correct.       On  the 
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facts  at  present  before  the  Commission  no  unjust  discrimina- 
tion has  been  sho^vn  to  exist  between  the  rates  on  pulp  wood 
and  saw  logs.  Further  inquiries  will,  however,  be  made  into 
the  general  question  of  the  relation  among  the  rates  on  fuel 
wood,  logs,  bolts  and  pulp  wood ;  and  we  wish  to  state  expressly 
that  the  facts  before  tliis  Commission  are  entirely  inadequate 
for  an  intelligent  disposition  of  this  question.  Our  conclusions 
in  the  present  proceedings  rest  upon  entirely  different  grounds, 
and  the  question  of  tlie  relation  of  the  rates  on  fuel  wood,  logs, 
bolts  and  pulp  wood  is  still  an  open  one,  so  far  as  this  Commis- 
sion is  concerned. 

In  so  far  as  the  justification  of  differences  in  certain  rates  is 
found  in  the  differences  in  the  purposes  for  which  shipments 
are  mado  the  point  involved  has  been  disposed  of  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  Charge  on  Con- 
struction Material  for  Manufacturing  Plants, 

Coming  now  to  the  second  point  of  the  complaint,  relating 
to  the  proportional  rate    into  Neenah-^rcnasha,  the    admitted 
facts  are  substantially  as  follows:      From    all    points   on    the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway  between  Spencer  and  Prentice,  in- 
clusive, a  proportional  rate  of  4  cents  per  hundred  pounds  is? 
in  effect  to  Neenah-Menaslia  for  shipmonts  bryond,  while  the 
regular  rate  from  those  points  to    Necnah-irenasha,    for    con- 
sumption at  Neenah-llenasha,  is  5  cents  per  hundred  pounds 
From  all  points  on  the  Wisconsin  Central    from    Phillips    to 
Marengo,  inclusive,  the  proportional  rate  to  Neenah-Menasha 
is  5  cents  as  compared  with  the  regular  rate  of  6  cents.     This 
proportional  rate  was  put  in  by  the  Wisconsin  Central  on  the 
assumption  that   the   connecting    line,  the  Chicago    &    North 
Western,  would  join  in  making  a  combined    through    rate  so 
that  the   aggregate   rate  to   App^eton,    and    other    Fox   River 
points,  from  Wisconsin  Central  points,  would  be  the  same  as  to 
Neenah-Menasha,  or  5  and  G  cents,  respectively.     The  propor- 
tional rate  was  regarded  as  a  necessity  by  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral in  order  to  dispose  of  the  surplus  pulp  wood  on  its   lines 
which  the  mills  situated  thereon  could  not  consume.     Instead 
of  charging  what  the  Wisconsin  Central  says  it  was  expected 
would    be  charged,  the  Chiciigo    &    Northvveslern    merely    im- 
posed a  switching  charge  of  $3.  per  car  as  published  in  C.  &  N. 
W.  Local  Tariff  No.  111.     At  an  average  assumed  weight  of 
50,000  pounds  per  car,  which  i/»  somewhat   below  the    actual 
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iiverage  weight  per  car,  pulp  wood  would  be  delivered  at  Apple- 
ton,  Kimberly,  Little  Chute,  Kaukauna,  from  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral points,  at  a  combined  rate  of  4  3-5  and  5  3-5  cents  per 
hundred  pounds,  while  that  same  pulp  wood  would  cost  the 
Island  Paper  Company  5  and  6  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  re- 
spectively, in  freight,  or  a  difference  of  $2.  per  car,  excluding 
switching  considerations,  if  any  enter  into  this  phase  of  the 
question.  During  the  year  from  February  20,  1905,  to  February 
20,  1906,  the  Island  Paper  Company  shipped  over  the  Wis- 
consin Central  into  ISIeenah-Menasha  a  total  of  1097  cars  of 
pulp  wood.  At  $2.  per  car  the  total  discrimination  against 
the  Island  Paper  Company  would  be  $2194.  The  petitioner 
presented  figures  which  tended  to  show  nearly  three  times  this 
amoimt  of  discrimination.  Oiilv  a  careful,  detailed  examination 
of  the  books  of  the  i)aper  companies  could  determine  the  exact 
sums  involved.  Ijcl'ore  January  1,  1905,  the  regular  rate  into 
Neenah-Menasha  was  4  and  5  cents,  respectively,  or  the  same 
as  the  present  proportional  rate.  About  January,  1,  1905  the 
former  regular  rt\to  was  made  a  proportional  rate  and  the  reg- 
ular rate  made  one  cent  higher.  At  least  that  was  the  testi- 
mony. The  Island  Paper  Company  claims  to  have  purchased 
the  pulp  mill  from  the  C.  W.  Howard  Company  on  the  assump- 
tion that  the  rate  which  the  Howard  Company  had  enjoyed, 
probably  as  a  matter  of  common  understanding  rather  than  a 
published  tariff,  would  also  be  the  rate  of  charge  for  its  ship- 
ments into  Xeenah-ilena^ha  from  points  on  the  Wisconsin 
Central.  The  Island  Paper  Company  bought  the  mill  prop- 
erty in  February  1905,  at  about  the  time,  or  soon  after,  the 
change  in  rates  was  made. 

At  this  point  it  should  be  stated  that  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  claims  to  have  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fail- 
ure of  the  Chicatro  &  Noi'thwestem  Railway  Company  to  add 

a  proper  rate  to  the  Wisconsin  Central  proportional  rate.  At 
the  informal  conference  of  December  13,  1905  the  fact  of  the 
$3.  switching  charge  between  Xeenah-Mcnasiia  and  Appleton 
and  other  points  w^as  first  brought  out.  A  few  days  later  the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  wrote  to  the  Commission 
stating  that  it  had  confirmed  the  existence  of  this  $3.  switch- 
ing charge,  admitted  the  discrimination,  and  applied  for  leave 
to  cancel  the  proportional  rate.  The  petitioner  in  this  proceeding 
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was  willing  to  have  such  proportional  rate  cancelled,  of  course, 
but  it  also  wanted  the  regular  rate  to  be  made  equal  to  the  pro- 
portional rate.  In  short,  the  question  was  whether  the  discrim- 
ination arising  out  of  the  proportional  rate  should  be  abolished 
by  withdrawing  the  proportional  rate  or  by  lowering  the  reg- 
ular rate  to  the  level  of  the  proportional.  The  withdrawal  of 
the  proportional  rate  would  aflFect  directly  other  manufacturers 
in  Fox  River  points  not  parties  to  these  proceedings,  and. the 
Commission  was  not  disposed  to  sanction  such  action  without 
further  hearing,  although  the  Wisconsin  Central  applied  for 
leave  to  withdraw  at  several  subsequent  dates.  Regarding 
these  requests  for  permission  to  withdraw  it  may  be  said  that 
formal  consent  of  the  Commission  was  legally  necessary  only 
until  January  1,  1906.  After  that  date  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral might  have  done  so  at  any  time,  on  ten  days  notice,  with- 
out action  on  the  part  of  the  Commission,  but  for  reasons  of 
its  own  it  desired  to  secure  the  authority  of  the  Commission 
for  withdrawing  this  proportional  rate  admitted  to  be  a  dis- 
crimination. Letters  were  sent  by  the  Commission  to  all  man- 
ufacturers interested  in  pulp  wood  at  Appleton,  Kimberly, 
Little  Chute,  Combined  Locks  and  Kaukauna  to  the  effect  that 
a  hearing  on  the  application  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  would 
be  held  at  a  designated  time.  At  this  hearing  these  manufac- 
turers, through  their  representatives,  declared  themselves  as 
ready  and  willing  to  acquiesce  in  the  withdrawal  of  the  pro- 
portional rate  and  as  otherwise  satisfied  with  the  existing  rates. 
They  desired,  however,  to  be  kept  on  a  footing  of  equality 
with  their  competitors.  The  position  of  these  manufacturers 
was  thus  greatly  at  variance  with  that  of  the  petitioner  which 
urged  with  much  feeling  the  injustice  of  the  present  rate.  It 
admitted  that  Keenah  and  Menasha  were  common  points  with 
Appleton  and  other  Fox  River  points,  having  the  same  rates 
on  outgoing  shipments,  but  it  claimed  that  it  was  not  on  the 
same  basis  with  its  competitors  regarding  shipments  of  pulp 
wood  in,  and  that  it  was  being  unjustly  discriminated  against, 
not  only  on  account  of  the  proportional  rate  but  on  account  of 
the  higlicr  rate  on  pulp  ^vood  which  it  was  obliged  to  pay  as 
compared  with  its  competitors. 

The  Commission  has  made  a  compilation  of  rates  on  pulp 
wood,  fuel  wood,  logs  and  lumber,  into  the  leading-  points  of 
shipment  in  this  State.     The  compilations  of  pulp  wood  rates 
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( mbrace  the  rf.tcs  into  Eau  Claire,  Appleton  and  other  towns 
in  the  Appleton  district,  K^eenah  and  Menasha,  Port  Edwards, 
Grand  Rai)ids,  Ccntralia  and  Xekoosa.  These  compilations 
show  tli&t  the  rates  on  pulp  wood  into  Neenah  and  ilenasha 
over  the  Wisconsin  Central  are  somewhat  higher  than  the 
rates  on  pulp  wood  into  the  other  towns  named  over  the  dif- 
ferent lines  of  railway. 

However,  the  averac^e  distance  through  which  pulp  wood 
is  hauled  into  Xconah-Mcnasha  over  the  Wisconsin  Central  is 
greater  than  the  average  distances  for  corresponding  ship- 
ments over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northv.'estern  into  Neenah-Menasha.  It  would  *  ap- 
pear, therefore,  that  manufacturers  at  Neenah-Menasha  might 
secure  a  supply  of  pulp  wood  at  lower  railway  rates  than  those 
prevailing  from  pulp  wood  producing  points  on  the  Wiscon- 
sin Central,  although  it  is  only  fair  to  assume  that  buyers  of 
pulp  wood  along  the  lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  secure 
their  supply  at  a  price  sufficiently  lower  to  compensate  them 
for  the  higher  rate  and  the  longer  distance  over  that  line. 
This  is  a  matter,  however,  which  is  immaterial. to  the  present 
issue.  If  the  petitioner  is  entitled  to  relief  on  the  facts  before 
the  Commission  in  the  present  proceedings,  such  relief  must 
be  based  upon  the  third  point  of  the  complaint,  namely,  the 
question  of  the  absolute  reasonableness  of  the  rate. 

It  is  generally  understood  that  the  exact  cost  of  transport- 
ing a  particular  shipment  is  not  ascertainable  until  after  the 
shipment  has  been  made,  and  even  then  certain  elements  of  such 
cost  must  of  necessity  be  estimates  or  approximations.  The  case 
is  somewhat  different  with  average  costs.  While  average  cost, 
too,  embraces  some  elements  of  approximation,  which,  it  may  be 
added,  is  true  of  all  cost  ac<?ounting  in  all  kinds  of  enterprise, 
there  is  sufficient  accuracy  in  figures  representing  cost  of  trans- 
portation to  enable  one  to  determine  whether  a  certain  grade 
of  traffic  is  conducted  at  a  loss  or  at  a  profit,  as  well  as  the  rata 
of  such  loss  or  profit.  Pulp  wood  is  one  of  the  lowest  grades 
of  commodities  carried  by  the  railways  in  Wisconsin.  The 
carriers  receive  a  good  return  on  shipments  of  the  products 
manufactured  from  pulp  wood.  This  gives  carriers  a  greater 
revenue  for  the  combined  service  than  the  rates  on  pulp  w^ood 
1)V  themselves  would  indicate.     It  appears    to    ns    conclusive 
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that  the  railways  should  carry  pulp  wood  at  the  lowest  possi 
ble  basis  of  rates  consistent  with  a  fair  return  on  their  invest* 
mcnt.  Whatever  the  rates,  they  should  he  reasonable  and 
therefore  remunerative.  We  have  made  very  caroful  analyses 
of  the  accounts  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company. 
We  may  add  parenthetically  that  the  making  of  these  statis- 
tical calculations  has  been  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  disposing 
of  this  case.  Our  statistical  analysis  shows  that  the  present 
rates  on  pulp  wood  charged  by  the  Wisconsin  Central  may  bo 
reduced  slightly  and  still  yield  a  fair  profit  to  the  company. 
While  the  amount  of  this  reduction  falls  far  short  of  what  the 
petitioner  claimed  it  was  entitled  to,  we  believe  that  it  will  be 
of  substantial  advantage  to  it  and  at  the  same  time  be  perfect- 
ly just  to  the  Railway  Company. 

It  is  our  judgment  and  determination  that  the  present  rates 
charged  by  the  •  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  on  pulp 
wood  from  stations  on  its  line  to  Neenah-Menasha  are  excessive 
and  should  be  reduced  from  5  and  6  cents  per  hundred  pounds, 
respectively,  to  4^/0  and  51.^  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  respec- 
tively. The  present  5  cent  zone  extends  from  Spencer  to  Pren- 
tice, inclusive,  and  the  6  cents  zone  from  Phillips  to  llarongo, 
inclusive.  The  former  embraces  distances  varying  between 
106  miles  and  162  miles  and  the  latter  between  174  miles  and 
289  miles.  These  are  unusualy  wide  zones  and  there  are  good 
reasons  for  establishing  smaller  gradations  of  mileage  and  cor- 
respondingly finer  shadings  of  rates,  coming  down,  perhaps,  to 
differences  which  can  be  expressed  in  mills  or  fractions  thereof. 
Tlowever,  the  present  broad  zones  constitute  a  part  of  the  ex- 
isting adjustment,  not  only  on  the  Wisconsin  Central  but  also 
on  the  other  railways  in  that  section  of  the  State,  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  cogent  reasons  for  ordering  a  change  in  this  respect, 
we  have  decided  not  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  and  permit  the 
two  zones  to  stand  as  they  now  are  geographically. 

We  have  previously  indicated  that  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  has  repeatedly  applied  for  leave  to  with- 
draw the  discriminatory  j)roportional  rate  to  Neenah-Menasha. 
We  have  also  shown  why  we  did  not  approve  the  earliest  of 
these  apj)lications.  We  have  furthermore  pointed  out  that 
since  January  1,  1906,  the  W^isconsin  Central  has  had  the  le- 
gal right  to  withdraw  this  rate  on  ten  days  notice.     On  Sep- 
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tcmber  15,  1906,  we  addressed  the  following  letter  to  the  Kail- 
way  Company: 

**  After  the  complaint  of  the  Island  Paper  Company  was 
filed  with  this  Commission  your  company  suggested  that  it 
would  like  to  issue  a  new  tariff  covering  the  rate  on  pulp  wood 
shipped  over  your  line  to  Neenah  for  manufacture  in  the  Pox 
.  River  Valley  at  points  beyond  Neenah.  the  Neenah  rates  being 
greater  than  the  combined  rates  char^^ad  by  your  road  and  the 
North  Western.  We  suggested  that  while  the  complaint  was 
under  investigation  it  might  b3  well  to  allow  the  rate  to  Ap- 
pleton  and  other  Fox  River  points  to  stand. 

Without  expressing  any  opinion  as  to  the  reasonableness  or 

unreasonableness  of  the  rates  in  question,  or  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Appleton  rate  should  be  raised,  we  desire  to  say  that 
you  need  not  do' ay  any  longer  about  taking  such  action  as  you 
see  fit,  so  far  as  this  Commission  is  concerned." 

In  the  light  of  these  facts  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  make  an 
order  abrogating  the  proportional  rate.  For  the  sake  of  de(i- 
niteness  and  completeness,  however,  and  as  a  matter  of  record, 
the  discontinuance  of  the  proportional  rate  is  made  a  part  of 
this  order.  The  proposed  reduction  in  the  regular  rate  to 
Neenah-Menasha  will,  of  course,  make  the  existing  propor- 
tional rate  less  discriminatory  than  it  had  been  in  tlie  past. 
In  our  judgment  it  is  far  better  for  the  connecting  carriers  to 
agree  upon  a  joint  tariff,  which,  we  are  informed,  has  already 
been  discussed  favorably  by  them,  than  to  continue  an  arrange- 
ment which  is  uncertain,  and  if  continued  in  the  future,  even 
in  a  modified  form,  is  likely  to  cause  additional  complaints. 
Not  having  the  matter  formally  before  it,  the  Commission  can- 
not at  present  order  such  a  joint  rate. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  That  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  cancel  its  proportional  rate  on  pulp  wood 
as  published  in  Wisconsin  Central  tariff  No.  D-1292  and  we 
recommend  that  in  substitution  therefor  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  enter  into  a  joint  rate  arrangement  with  its 
connections  at  Neenah-Menasha. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered^  That  the  Wisconsin  Central  Rail- 
way Company  hereafter  charge  four  and  one-half  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  on  shipments  of  pulp  wood  to  Neenah-Menasha 
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fi-om  stations  on  its  line  between  Spencer  and  Prentice,  inclu- 
sive ;  and  five  and  one-half  cents  per  hundred  pounds  on  ship- 
ments of  pulp  wood  to  Neenah-Menasha  from  Phillips  to  Ma- 
rengo, inclusive. 

Dated  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 

B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erigkson. 

Commissioners. 


No.  7. 

MASON-DONALDSON  LUIMBER  COMPANY, 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  AND  CHICAGO  &  NORTH 
WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petition  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  defendant  Railway 
Companies  to  make  joint  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  products 
between  Rhinelander,  Juneau,  Mount  Iloreb,  Manitowoc,  She- 
boygan, Port  Washington,  Kenosha  and  Lancaster.  Petition 
withdrawn. 


No.  8. 

H.  N.  ROBINSON 

vs. 
CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Dangerous  and  unprotect^sd  erossin<?s  on  Grand  Avenvi*  in 
the  city  of  Grand  Rapids.  When  this  petition  was  filed,  No- 
vember 27,  1905,  the  Commission  was  without  power  to  ar^t 
in  such  matters,  except  to  in  vest  i. urate.  Soon  after,  at  the  special 
session  of  the  leprislature,  th«?  law  was  amendc^d  so  as  to  pve 
the  Commivssion  power  to  act  in  such  cases.  The  Commission 
corresponded    with    all    the    petitioners    and    respondents    in- 
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volved  in  the  Grand  Rapids  crossing  cases,  of  which  this 
IS  one,  suggesting  that  they  arrive  at  a  statement  of  facts  and 
if  possible  also  a  satisfactory  arrangement.  The  common 
council  of  Grand  Rapids  took  the  matter  up  through  the  city 
attorney,  J.  A.  Gaynor  (see  cases  24  to  26)  and  accepted  the 
proposition  of  the  railway  cconpanies  each  to  place  a  flagman 
at  the  crossing. 


No.  tf. 

FRED  STAFF 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  AND 
ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

This  is  one  of  the  five  petitions  regarding  the  Grand  Rapids 
crossings  mentioned  above. 


No.  10. 


JOHN  B.  GRUBER  &  COMPANY, 

vs. 
MINNEAPOLIS,  ST.  PAUL  AND 
SAULT  STE.  MARIE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

John  B.  Gruber,  in  his  own  behalf. 
A.  H.  Bright,  Respondent. 

Petition  regarding  a  depot  building  which  is  an  old  boarding 
car  that  has  been  divided  into  three  compartments,  the  only 
outside  door  Leads  to  the  waitin^r^room  so  that  no  freight  can  be 
stored  without  being  carried  through  that  compartment.  In 
practice,  freight,  including  drassed  beeves,  calves  and  hogs  is 
stored  in  the  w-aiting-room.  No  facilities  for  comfort  and  sani- 
tation have  been  provided.  Complaint  also  relates  to  station 
facilities.  Shippers  are  obliged  to  pay  for  the  use  of  docks 
used  in  loading  forest  products. 
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Held,  (1)  That  the  Commission  can  hardly  subscribe  to  the  doctrine 
that  a  railroad  company  is  entitled  as  a  matter  of  right  to  a 
donation  of  the  land  which  it  is  necessary  to  possess  in  order 
to  conduct  its  business  properly  before  it  can  or  should  be 
obliged  to  furnish  reasonable  and  necessary  facilities  for  ship- 
pers. 

(2)  That  the  present  depot  is  unfit  for  use  and  should  be  replaced 

by  a  suitable  building. 

(3)  That  at  a  station  where  the  amount  of  business  transacted  is 
as  great  as  has  been  in  this  caae  shown,  ^T-iippcrs  should  be  re- 
lieved of  the  necessity  of  paying  private  parties  a  yearly  rental 
for  the  use  of  ground  which  is  necessary  in  order  that  they 
may  ship  their  products. 

On  October  14,  1905,  the  Railroad  Commission  received 
from  John  B.  Gruber  &  Company  of  Catawba,  Wisconsin,  a 
communication  stating  that  the  firm  had  been  endeavoring 
for  four  years  to  secure  adequate  station  facilities  at  the  vil- 
lage of  Catawba,  which  facilities  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  & 
Sault  Ste  Marie  Railway  Company  (hereinafter  called  the 
Railway  Company)  had  agreed  to  furnish,  provided  the  resi- 
dents of  the  village  of  Catawba  would  furnish  to  said  Railway 
Company,  free  of  charge,  some  additional  grounds  which  it  ap- 
peared to  be  necessary  for  the  Railway  Company  to  acquire  in 
order  to  give  the  desired  facilities  at  a  reasonable  expense. 
Accompanying  such  communication  was  a  considerable  volume 
of  correspondence  between  the  petitioner  and  the  Railway  Com- 
pany, beginning  August  7,  1901.  Under  date  of  March  1, 
1902,  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Railway  Company  wrote  Mr. 
Gruber  as  follows : 

**  Relative  to  right  of  way  for  station  purposes  at  Ca- 
tawba, I  beg  to  say  that  if  you  and  others  interested  at  Car 
tawba  will  secure  for  the  company  the  necessary  ground  for 
station  purposes  free,  as  per  following  description,  the  com- 
pany will  build  the  necessary  tracks  and  depots  and  main- 
tain the  same  just  as  long  as  business  warrants  the  mainte- 
nance. The  amount  neccF^sary  will  require  two  strips  of 
land,  one  strip  of  land  125  feet  wide  on  the  south  side  ad- 
jacent to  present  right  of  way,  and  a  strip  of  land  50  feet 
wide  on  the  north  adjacent  to  our  right  of  way  and  extend- 
ing over  and  across  the  N.  W.  VI  of  N.  W.  V\  of  Sec.  8.  and 
the  N.  E.  i/t  of  the  N.  E.  ^4  of  S^^c.  7,  Tp.  131  N.,  R.  1,  W.'' 

Manifestly  the  township  should  be  35  instead  ri  131.  It  ap- 
pears from  subsequent  correspondence  that  the  land  owners  in 
the  village  of  Catawba  were  willing  to  donate,  free  of  charge, 
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the  additional  land  wanted  by  the  Railway  Company,  with  one 
or  two  exceptions.  These  parties  insi/^ted  on  receivinj^  pay 
for  their  property.  As  a  result  of  such  refusal  the  chief  engi- 
neer of  the  Railway  Company  wrote  Mr.  Gruber  under  date 
of  May  28,  1902,  as  follows; 


if 


Your  letter  of  May  28th  relative  to  Catawba  station 
grounds  received.  In  reply  I  beg  to  say  we  will  call  the 
deal  off.  It  is  no  use  to  try  to  deal  with  people  that  re- 
quire compensation  for  ground  to  be  used  for  station  ground 
purposes,  as  the  benefits  derived  from  locating?  the  station 
is  as  much  for  tbf>  people  donating  the  lands  as  it.  is  for  the 
Railway  Company.  It  is  the  rule  with  the  railroad  conj- 
panies  that  where  they  establish  stations  the  ground  for 
station  purposes  is  granted  free  of  any  incumbrance  or  con- 
ditions; and  ako  include,  as  a  rule,  half  intoror^t  of  the  land 
available  for  town  site  pur[)Oses  surrounding  the  station. 
This  latter  part  of  course  you  know  we  did  not  ask  of  tho 
peoplo  at  all".  I  am  sorry  you  have  fallen  down  on  the  prop- 
osition you  made  in  regard  to  securing  additional  right  of 
way  for  station  purposes,  causing  both  yourself  and  the 
railrond  company  so  much  time  and  trouble  for  nothing. 
The  company  cannot,  under  any  circumstances,  establish  a 
station  at  Catawba,  unless  it  is  provided  frre  right  of  way 
for  station  purposes,  and  if  your  company  cannot  see  their 
way  clear  to  do  this  the  company  will  not  put  in  any  fur- 
ther improvements." 

The  correspondence  continued  with  more  or  less  regularity 
until  May  13,  1903,  on  which  date  the  general  superintendent 
of  the  Railway  Company  wrote  Mr.  Gruber  as  follows: 

•'As  you  know,  w^e  have  only  fifty  feet  right  of  way 
on  either  side  of  the  track  through  your  station  and  inas- 
much as  We  cannot  make  satisfactory  arrangements  for 
more,  have  decided  to  make  no  improvements  whatever  and 
will  abandon  any  further  efTorts  to  make  it  a  permanent 
station.  As  you  are  no  doubt  aware  it  is  only  eic^ht  miles 
from  Pennington  to  Kennan.  and  the  distance  between  the 
two  points  does  not  justify  us  in  kee[)ing  Cataw'ba  station 
open.  We  therefore  cannot  allow  you  to  build  tho  ware- 
house along  the  business  track." 
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Upon  receipt  of  the  communication  from  Gruber  &  Com- 
pany, under    date    of    October  14,  certain    information    wajs 

asked  for  in  reference  to  the  population  of  the  village  and  sur- 

« 

rounding  country,  present  facilities  afforded,  and  amount  of 
business  transacted  at  the  station.  The  information  asked  for 
was  furnished  and  in  addition  thereto  the  Commission  sent  a 
representative  to  look  the  situation  over  and  make  a  report 
thereon. 

Under  date  of  December  21,  formal  petition  was  filed  by 
Gruber  &  Company  against  the  Railway  Company,  alleging  in 
substance  that  the  station  building  at  Catawba  was  inadequate 
and  unfit  for  use;  that  the  station  grounds  at  said  station  were 
in  bad  condition,  and  that  a  lai^e  part  of  the  side  track  thereat 
could  not  be  reached  on  account  of  its  proximity  to  land  owned 
by  private  parties  and  because  a  large  part  of  the  right  of  way 
adjacent  to  such  side  track  was  impassible  for  teams. 

The  defendant  Railway  Company  filed  its  answer  February 
1,  1906,  in  which  is  contained  the  following  statements : 

**The  said  company  further  admits  that  in  some  respects 
its  station  grounds  and  facilities  at  Cd-tawba  station  are  in- 
adequate, but  alleges  that  it  has  been  its  intention  and  pur- 
pose without  regard  to  this  proceeding  to  improve  the  said 
station  privileges  in  the  spring  of  1906;  that  it  is  wholly 
impracticable  to  attempt  to  make  such  improvements  at  this 
season  of  the  year. 

The  said  company  further  alleges  that  if  this  proceeding 
is  held  in  abeyance  or  continued  until  it  can  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  the  improvement  which  it  has  had  in  con- 
templation the  said  petitioners  will  probably  be  satisfied  to 
dismiss  the  same." 
The  prayer  for  relief  is  as  follows : 

"Wherefore,  said  Railway  Company  prays  that  said  pro- 
ceeding shall  be  continued  until  May  15th,  1906,  In  order  to 
give  said  Railway  Company  an  opportunity  to  carry  out  the 
plans  which  it  has  with  regard  to  the  improvements  of  said 
station  facilities." 

Prior  to  the  time  of  the  service  of  this  answer  notice  had  been 
served  on  the  Railway  Company,  fixing  the  time  and  place  for 
hearing  of  the  complaint,  for  February  13,  1906.  The  peti- 
tioner expressed  himself  as  being  gf^t^sfied  to  hav^  th^  tWQ  ex- 
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tended  as  prayed  for  in  the  answer,  provided  some  person  in 
authority,  representing  the  Railway  Company,  would  file  with 
the  Commission  a  definite  statement  setting  forth  what  it  was 
willing  to  do  in  the  way  of  improving  the  depot  and  ether  sta- 
tion facilities  at  said  point.  Under  date  of  February  12,  a 
telegram  was  sent  to  the  petitioner,  stating  that  the  company 
would  begin  as  soon  as  spring  opened  and  complete  the  work 
in  the  spring:,  but  the  company  failed  to  make  any  definite 
statement  as  to  what  it  proposed  to  do  in  the  way  of  making 
improvements. 

^Mr.  Gruber  appeared  before  the  Commission  at  the  time  and 
place  fixed  in  the  notice,  and  presented  such  facts  as  he  desired 
to  present  in  the  way  of  sworn  testimony.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany did  not  appear.  The  petitioner  r^^quested  that  a  decision 
in  the  matter  be  ^vithheld  until  he  had  an  opportunity  to  have 
some  further  communication  with  the  Railway  Company,  and  a 
few  days  thereafter  Mr.  Gruber  represented  to  the  Commission 
that  he  would  be  walling  to  adjourn  the  proL*eedint2:s  until  ]May 
15,  1906,  on  the  representation  of  the  Railway  Company  that 
it  would  begin  work  in  the  spring  as  soon  a^  it  was  practicable 
to  do  so,  and  make  the  desired  improvements.  The  proceeding 
was  accordingly  adjourned  until  May  15,  1906.  On  that  date 
the  petitioner  filed  an  affidavit  with  the  Commission,  stating  that 
no  action  whatever  had  been  taken  by  the  Railway  Company  in 
the  direction  of  making  any  improvements  whatever  at  Catawba. 
The  Railway  Company  did  not  appear  on  May  15  to  present 
any  facts  or  arguments  to  show  why  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner 
should  not  be  granted,  or  why  the  representations  under  which 
the  adjournment  had  been  secured  had  not  been  complied  with. 

The  petitioner,  Mr.  Gruber,  testified  that  he  shipped  from 
Catawba  station  from  75  to  100  carloads  a  year  of  cord  wood, 
pulp  wood,  bark,  cedar  posts  and  poles,  and  that  his  freights  on 
incoming  shipments  amounted  to  from  $1,000.00  to  $1,500.00  per 
year.  He  estimated  the  total  number  of  carloads  per  year 
shipped  out  at  between  700  and  800  cars.  Thi?  statement  is 
somewhat  lower  than  the  report  made  by  our  special  representa- 
tive who  visited  Catawba.  Mr.  Gruber  fiirther  testified  that  the 
village  contained  a  population  of  from  200  to  '/50  people,  and  the 
township  500  people;  that  the  village  contains  a  past  office,  a 
school  house,  churches  and  stores;  that  the  travel  in  and  out 
would  average  ten  persons  per  day,  and  that  there  was  one 
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freight  or  accommodation  train  going  east  and  one  going  west 
each  day  that  stopped  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers. 

The  depot  building  which  is  complained  of  is  an  old  boarding 
ear  that  has  been  divided  into  three  compartments.  The  wait- 
ing room  is?  about  12x12,  and  the  operator's  room  and  freight 
room  are  each  about  9x12.  The  only  outside  door  leads  to  the 
Avaiting  room,  so  that  freight  would  have  to  be  carried  through 
the  waiting  room  and  operator's  room  to  reach  the  freijjht  com- 
partment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  owing  to  the  dilapidated  condi- 
tion of  the  freight  end  of  the  building  and  the  difficulty  of  reach- 
ing it,  practically  all  of  the  freight  that  was  stored  at  all  was 
stored  in  the  waiting  room,  including  dressed  beef,  calves  and 
hogs.  The  roof  is  old  and  in  bad  condition^  and  no  closets  have 
been  built. 

In  respect  to  the  facilities  for  handling  freight,  it  appeared 
from  the  testimony  that  the  Railway  Company  has  about  2,700 
feet  of  side  track  at  this  point,  which  is  used  as  a  passing  track 
for  trains  and  also  as  a  freight  track;  that  the  west  two-thirds 
of  this  track  is  not  available  for  leading  or  unloading  freight, 
because  the  ground  is  low  and  wet  and  holes  have  been  dug  along 
the  side  track  to  either  secure  material  for  filling  or  else  to  drain 
the  water  from  the  track ;  that  the  easterly  one-third  of  such  side 
track  is  nearly  all  off  the  right  of  way  of  the  defendant  Railway 
Company;  that  there  is  a  loading  dock  on  the  easterly  end  of  the 
side  track  which  appears  to  be  the  only  place  where  it  is  practic- 
able to  load  cars,  but  shippers  desiring  to  use  it  must  pay  fmm 
$25.00  to  $50.00  per  season  for  the  use  of  the  ground  which  must 
necessarily  be  used  in  connection  with  the  track,  and  that  even 
here  the  work  of  loading  is  considerably  interfered  with  owing 
to  the  movement  of  cars  while  such  side  track  is  occupied  by 
trains^  to  enable  them  to  pass. 

The  freight  shipped  from  this  station  consists  largely  of  forest 
products  which  are  hauled  in  during  the  winter  season  and  stored 
for  shipment  as  the  cars  are  furnished  to  move  it,  or  the  product 
is  being  prepared  for  the  market.  Such  freight  is  bulky  and  re- 
quires considerable  storage  room.  We  gather  from  the  corres- 
pondence of  the  Railway  Company  and  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Gruber  that  both  parties  consider  it  desirable  to  use  the  present 
side  track  for  a  passing  track  principally,  and  that  a  new  side 
track  should  be  built  to  accomuKidate  the  freight  handled  at  this 
5— R.  R, 
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paint.  The  necessity  for  improvement  in  the  way  of  side  track 
facilities  seems  to  have  been  recognized  by  the  Railway  Company 
for  about  four  years,  and  apparently  the  only  thing  that  stood  in 
the  way  of  such  improvement  was  the  question  of  who  should 
stand  the  expense  of  acquiring  part  of  the  additional  land  that 
was  necessary  for  the  proposed  side  track  and  grounds.  In  view 
of  the  admissions  contained  in  the  answer  we  do  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  elaborate  on  the  reasons  for  holding  that  the  present 
side  track  facilities  are  inadequate.  It  seems  to  be  assumed  by 
both  parties  that  the  land  now  owned  by  the  Railway  Company 
in  this  village  is  not  sufficient  to  afford  the  facilities  that  should 
be  aflfoirded,  and  that  land  in  addition  to  the  100  feet  of  right  of 
way  which  the  company  now  owns  should  be  acquired.  We  can 
hardly  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that  a  railway  company  is  en- 
titled as  a  matter  of  right  to  a  donation  of  the  land  that  it  is 
necessary  for  it  to  have  in  order  to  properly  conduct  its  busi- 
ness, before  it  can  or  should  be  obliged  t4>  furnish  reasonable  and 
necessary  facilities  for  shippers.  We  are  advised  that  a  suitable 
strip  of  land  on  the  south  side  of  the  right  of  way,  a  quarter  of 
a  mile  in  length,  and  extending  from  Oak  street  on  the  west  to 
Main  street  on  the  east,  according  to  the  plat  of  the  village  of 
Catawba,  can  be  acquired  without  condemnation  and  at  a  rea- 
sonable price.  It  may  be  that  other  and  more  desirable  grounds, 
all  things  considered,  can  be  acquired.  We  have  no  desire  to 
curtail  the  right  of  the  Railway  Company  to  select  what  it  may 
deem  the  most  desirable  location  that  will  yield  adequate 
facilities. 

We  find  and  determine  that  the  present  station  facilities  at 
Catawba  are  inadequate  in  the  following  particulars: 

(1)  The  present  depot  building  is  unfit  for  use  and  should  be 
replaced  by  a  suitable  building,  such  as  is  now  provided  at  Pren- 
tice, Ingram  oi*  Kennan,  stations  on  the  line  of  said  railway  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  Catawba. 

(2)  At  a  station  where  there  is  as  much  business  transacted 
as  thers  appears  to  be  at  Catawba,  shippers  should  be  relieved  of 
the  necessity  of  paying  private  parties  a  yearly  rental  for  the  use 
of  ground  that  must  be  had  in  order  to  enabl-3  them  to  ship  their 
product,  and  we  think  they  should  be  relieved  of  the  annoyance 
consequent  oft  the  use  of  this  particular  side  truck  as  a  passing 
track. 

Jt  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  That  the  respondent,  the  Minpe- 
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apolis,  St.  Paul  &  Saiilt  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company,  proceed 
to  erect  and  construct  a  suitable  depot  building  at  Catawba  sta- 
tion, in  Price  county,  Wisconsin.  The  construction  of  such  a 
depot  building  as  is  now  maintained  at  Prentice,  Kennan  or  In- 
gram will  be  considered  suitable  and  a  compliance  with  the  terms 
of  this  order. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  said  respondent  Railway  Com- 
pany proceed  to  erect  and  construct  an  additional  side  track,  not 
less  than  1,200  foot  in  length,  at  said  viL'age  of  Catawba,  for  the 
use  of  parties  dci-iring  to  ship  freight,  and  that  ssi'.d  track  be  so 
constructed,  and  the  grounds  adjacent  thereto  be  so  fixed,  that 
said  side  track  will  be  readily  accessible  to  parties  desiring  to 
ship  freight  from  the  same,  and  that  reasonable  and  adequate 
facilities  be  afforded  to  shippers  to  load  their  freight  on  cars 
from  said  side  track. 

A  period  of  sixty  days  from  the  date  of  the  sei-vlce  of  this 
order  will  be  considered  a  reasonable  time  in  which  to  comply 
with  its  terms.  If  said  Railway  Company  finds  Tt  necessary  to 
procure  additional  grounds  in  order  to  comply  with  the  terms  of 
this  order  and  is  unablo  to  secure  the  same  at  a  reasonable  price 
without  resorting  to  condemnation  proceedings,  leave  is  granted 
to  apply  for  additional  time  in  which  to  construct  the  side  track, 
providing  said  Railway  Company  is  necessarily  so  hindered  and 
delayed  by  such  condemnation  proceedings  that  it  cannot  with 
the  c-xercise  of  reasonable  diligence  complete  the  same  within  the 
time  herein  provided. 

Dated  th.s  17th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN. 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Cojnmissioners. 
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No.  11. 

A.  C.  DOW  AND  COMPANY, 

against 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  AND  ST.  PAUL 
KAIL  WAY  COj\IPANY  AND  CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WEST- 
ERN RAILWAY  COMPA.NY. 

This  petition  involved  the  matter  of  loading  cheese  at  a  cer- 
tain warehouse  on  a  side  track,  some  distance  from  the  station 
house  and  the  relation  of  the  shipper  and  Railway  Company  to 
the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  and  Inspection 
Bureau,  all  of  which  is  set  forth  in  detail  in  the  complaint  and 
accompanying  documents.  The  Commission  at  once  made  an 
inquiry  into  the  methods  of  weighing  chees'e  by  the  Weighing 
Association  and  after  an  informal  conference,  the  differences 
were  adjusted  and  the  petition  withdrawn. 


No.  12. 


W.  W.  SCHULTZ,  J.  M.  SCHULTZ  & 
A.  J,  SCHULTZ,  DOING  BUSINESS  AS 
SCHULTZ  BROS. 

against 
WISCONSIN  NORTHERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Eastman  &  Martineau  for  petitioners. 

This  petition  sets  forth  substantially  that  the  respondent  is 
a  common  carrier  having  traffic  arrangements  with  the  Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  and  the  Wis- 
consin &  Michigan  Railway  Company;  that  heretofore  the 
respondent  has  transported  logs  from  points  on  its  line  to  points 
on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company's 
line  and  the  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  Railway  Company's  line, 
but  that  during  the  fall  of  1905,  it  refused  to  do  so ;  that  the 
petitioner    has    entered    inix)  contracts    which    are  dependent 
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ui>on  sach  shipments;  that  a  spur  track  has  been  built  and  a  large 
quantity  of  logs  piled  up  near  the  same,  and  the  refusal  of  the 
respondent  to  carry  such  logs  will  involve  heavy  losses  to  the 
petitioners;  and  that  further,  the  refusal  of  the  respondent  is 
due  to  its  rival  interests  in  a  lumber  company.  Af tei  the  date 
for  hearing  had  been  fixed,  the  attorneys  for  the  petitioners 
forwarded  to  the  Commission  a  copy  of  an  agreement  which 
was  reached  between  the  parties  in  interest  and  which  pro- 
vided that  the  respondent  will  hereafter  carry  the  forest  prod- 
ucts and  other  commodllties  of  the  petitioner  over  its  line  of 
road  to  or  from  points  of  its  connecting  lines,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, and  without  discrimination,  including  the  placing, 
switching  and  handling  of  cars  for  the  loading  and  hauling  of 
the  c<mimodities  offered. 


No.  18. 


ANTON  LOEHR, 

against 
CfflCAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  AND  WISCONSIN 
CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Antoti  Loehr  in  his  own  behalf. 

C.  H.  Van  Alstine,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co 

T.  H.  Gill,  for  W.  C.  Ry.  Co.,  Respondents. 

A  smaU  village  situated  about  midway  t)etwe3ii  two  stations  eight 
ml!es  apart,  in  a  densely  populated  fairming  country,  having 
expressed  its  wili  ingness  to  guarantee  a  reasonable  amount  of 
business,  and  having  further  volunteered  to  construct  and  main- 
tain a  station  building  at  its  own  expense,  is  fairly  entitled  to 
a  side-track  at  the  company's  expense. 

On  January  15,  1906,  the  above  named  Anton  Lo<*hr  filed 
with  the  Railroad  Commission  a  petition  alleging  in  substance 
that  the  respondent  Railway  Companies  were  common  carriers 
jointly  operating  a  line  of  railroad  through  the  village  of  St. 
John,  Calumet  county,  Wisconsin ;  that  said  Railway  Companies 
for  a  long  time  past  had  stopped  their  freight  and  passenger 
traang  at  said  village  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers,  but 
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had  refused  and  still  refuse  to  receive  or  deliver  any  freight  at 
said  point;  that  there  was  operated  at  said  village  a  large 
cheese  factory  and  there  was  adjacent  thereto  a  large  stone 
quarry  which  could  not  be  worked  because  of  the  failure  of  the 
roads  to  receive  freight  thereat;  that  large  quantities  of  grain 
were  naturally  tributary  to  said  point,  and  would  be  hauled 
there  if  it  could  be  shipped  therefrom ;  that  a  large  amount  of 
incoming  freight  was  shipped  for  parties  who  resided  at  said 
village,  and  that  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  vil- 
lage and  of  the  farmers  living  adjacent  thereto,  demanded  that 
a  side  track  be  put  in  at  said  village  so  that  freight  m'ight  bo 
received  and  delivered  thereat.  The  relief  asked  is  that  after 
due  hearing  and  investigation  an  order  be  made  commanding 
the  Railway  Companies  to  put  in  a  side  track  at  suid  village, 
and  provide  the  proper  facilities  for  receiving  and  delivering 
freight  at  said  point.  * 

The  joint  answer  of  the  Railway  Companies  allied  that  the 
grade  of  the  roadbed  for  1,000  feet  on  either  side  of  St.  John 
is  one  per  cent;  that  a  station  at  said  point  would  not  prove 
profitable ;  that  there  was  a  station  and  elevator  of  suitable 
capacity  at  Hilbert  Junction,  three  miles  east  of  St.  John,  and 
a  station  and  suitable  elevator  at  Sherwood,  two  miles  west 
of  St.  John,  and  that  such  stations  were  sufficient  for  handling 
the  grain  and  other  farm  products  raised  within  a  radius  of 
five  miles  of  such  stations.  The  remaining  portion  of  the  an- 
swer consists  of  denials  of  various  portions  of  the  petition. 

The  date  fixed  for  hearing  on  the  issues  made  was  February 
20th.  The  petitioner  appeared  in  person ;  C.  H.  Van  Alstine 
appeared  as  attorney  for  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company,  and  T.  II.  Gill  as  attorney  for  the  Wiscooi- 
sin  Central  Railway  Company.  Anton  Loehr,  John  Fish  and 
D.  R.  Curtin  testified  in  support  of  the  allegations  of  the  peti- 
tion. A  petition  was  also  presented  and  filed  signed  by 
sc^venty-nine  persons  who  were  either  residents  of  the  village 
of  St.  John  or  farmers  living  adjacent  thereto,  mostly  the  lat- 
ter. Mr.  n.  B.  Earliner,  assistant  sup-erintendent  of  the  Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway,  testified  in  behalf  of  the 
Railway  Companies. 

The  evidence  ofTered  in  support  of  the  petition  shows  that 
at  the  viPacre  of  St.  John  there  is  a  store,  cheese  factory,  two 
saloons,  butcher  shop,  blacksmith  and  wagon  shop,  and  a  stone 
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quarry,  and  that  the  population  of  the  village  and  of  the  sur- 
rounding territory  within  a  radius  of  half  a  mile  is  102 ;  that 
above  quarry  has  been  worked  for  local  consumption,  but  to 
a  limited  extent  because  of  lack  of  shipping  facilities,  the 
cost  of  hauling  to  the  nearest  station  being  $3.00  per  cord, 
which  left  no  margin  of  profit  for  doing  the  business,  and  that 
the  quarry  was  less  than  a  quarter  of  a  mile  from  the  track  at 
the  village;  that  the  quality  of  the  stone  was  good  and  some 
lime  had  been  burned  there,  but  the  amount  that  would  be 
shipped  in  case  a  side  track  was  put  in  would  be  difficult  to  es- 
timate with  any  degree  of  accuracy ;  that  another  stone  quarry, 
15  miles  distant,  employed  40  men ;  that  it  is  a  trifle  over  four 
miles  by  wagon  road  to  Hilbert  on  the  east,  and  3^2  miles  to 
Sherwood  on  the  west;  that  the  railway  fare  to  Hilbert  was 
nine  cents  and  to  Sherwood  eight  cents;  that  Mr.  Loehr  in- 
tended to  go  into  the  business  of  developing  the  quarry,  with 
its  owner,  if  the  side  track  was  put  in ;  that  petitioner  owned 
and  operated  a  cheese  factory  at  St.  John,  and  that  it  took  a 
man  and  team  practically  a  day  to  haul  two  loads  of  cheese  to 
a  place  of  shipment,  and  the  shipments  of  cheese  for  the  year 
ending  January  31,  1906,  amounted  to  125,000  pounds.  The 
petitioner  also  shipped  during  the  year  four  carloads  of  hay 
and  had  three  more  to  ship,  and  he  also  shipped  considerable 
quantities  of  eggs,  butter,  poultry  and  appl:s;  that  there  is  a 
considerable  quantity  of  freight  shipped  for  parties  living  at 
the  village  of  St.  John,  consisting  of  general  merchandise  prin- 
cipally. Mr.  Loehr  testified  that  the  freight  during  the  year 
on  his  incoming  and  outgoing  shipments  amounted  to  $600.00, 
and  that  the  butcher  and  wagon  maker  also  handled  consider- 
able freight. 

A  petition  signed  by  seventy-nine  farmers  residing  in  the 
vicinity  of  St.  John  was  filed  asking  for  some  station  facilities 
there,  in  which  petitioners  represented  that  they  raised  in  the 
aggregate  to  exceed  100,000  bushels  of  grain  a  year,  nearly  all 
of  which  would  be  shipped  from  St.  John  if  shipping  facili- 
ties were  aflforded.  It  was  testified  to  that  all  but  three  of 
seventy-nine  signers  resided  nearer  to  St.  John  than  to  any 
other  station,  and  that  all  or  most  of  them  attended  church 
there  and  desired  to  do  their  trading  there.  Further,  that  there 
was  a  steep  hill  on  the  road  to  Sherwood  that  was  traveled  by 
the  farmers  living  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  John,  which  caused 
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those  hauling  heavy  loads  to  avoid  Sherwood,  and  that  the  team 
tracks  ou  which  unloading  was  done  at  Hilbert  were  undesir- 
able because  of  the  liability  of  horses  beeoming  frightened 
there.  It  was  further  testilied  to  by  Mr.  Loehr  that  he  would 
guarantee  the  erection  of  an  elevator  if  a  side  track  was  put  in 
at  a  suitable  place,  and  that  a  couple  of  other  cheese  factories 
would  do  their  shipping  from  that  point,  although  there  was 
no  particular  advantage  in  their  doing  so  on  the  score  of  dis- 
tance. It  further  appeared  that  the  soil  in  the  vicinity  of  St. 
John  is  very  fertile  and  highly  cultivated  and  that  the  country 
is  thickly  settled;  that  sugar  beets  had  been  raised  around  the 
village,  but  their  cultivation  had  been  discontinued  because  the 
haul  was  too  great,  but  that  the  project  of  raising  them  would 
be  revived  if  a  station  was  established.  Finally  it  appeared 
that  all  trains,  passenger  and  freight,  stopped  at  St.  John  to 
receive  and  discharge  passengers  and  that  the  number  of  such 
trains  on  each  of  the  roads  was  three  each  daily. 

On  the  part  of  the  Railway  Companies  it  was  contended; 
that  the  distance  from  Sherwood  to  Hilbert  was  only  5.6  miles; 
that  the  average  distance  between  stations  on  the  Chicago, 
jMilwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  in  Wisconsin  in  the  farming 
district  was  5.44  miles;  that  the  putting  in  of  a  station  would 
n(  t  add  to  the  revenues  of  the  companies,  as  the  freight  that 
would  naturally  go  to  St.  John  the  companies  were  now  get- 
ting at  other  stations;  that  there  was  a  steep  grade  where  the 
side  track  was  wanted  which  made  it  difficult  to  start  trains 
going  up  grade;  that  the  establishment  of  a  side  track  on  a 
grade  was  undesirable,  owing  to  liability  to  accident;  that  the 
expense  of  erecting  a  depot  and  platform  would  be  about 
$1,200.00,  and  of  a  suitable  side  track  from  $750.00  to  $1,000.00; 
that  heat  and  light  for  a  station  would  cost  from  $100.00  to 
$150.00  per  year,  and  the  salary  of  a  station  agent  would 
aimount  to  from  $500.00  to  $540.00  per  year;  that  a  suitable 
stork  yard  would  cost  from  $175.00  to  $300.00;  that  the  amount 
of  freight  on  goods  shipped  in  or  out  by  inhabitants  of  the 
village  of  St.  John  for  the  year  1905  at  Sherwood  or  Hilbert 
was  $482  94,  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
and  $135.00  over  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway.  Tt  further 
appeared  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  cheese  shipments 
from  St.  John  were  made  from  Dundas,  a  station  on  the  Chi- 


Report  of  the  Railsoad  CoMMissioif.  78 

cago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company's  line,  about  4%  miles 
distant. 

After  the  testimony  was  taken  the  Commission  was  requested 
by  the  petitioner  to  send  a  representative  to  St.  John  to  look 
the  situation  over,  and  pursuant  to  such  request  a  com- 
missioner visited  St.  John.  No  facts  of  any  importance  were 
disclosed  as  a  result  of  such  visit  that  were  not  disclosed  in  the 
hearing. 

Subsequently  a  written  statement  was  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission signed  by  the  petitioner  and  a  number  of  other  respon- 
sible parties  residing  in  the  village  of  St.  John  or  in  its  vicin- 
ity, stating  that  if  a  side  track  was  put  in  at  the  village  and 
facilities  were  afforded  for  receiving  freight  thereat  and  ship- 
ping freight  therefrom  the  signers  would  at  their  own  expense 
erect  such  a  bidlding  for  the  storage  of  freight  and  the  shelter 
of  passengers  as  would  suit  the  wants  and  noeds  of  the  patrons 
of  the  station,  and  furthermore  that  they  would  care  for  and 
look  after  such  station  building  and  see  that  it  was  warmed  and 
lighted,  the  Railway  Companies  to  provide  the  stove  to  ha  used 
in  such  station  and  also  to  furnish  the  necessary  fuel  and  oil  to 
heat  and  light  the  building. 

The  petitioner  and  his  associates  further  stated  that  in  the 
event  of  a  side  track  being  put  in  at  said  point  they  w^ould 
guarantee  to  either  build  a  suitable  elevator  thereat,  or  pro- 
cure some  other  party  to  do  so,  and  that  they  would  further 
guarantee  that  the  stone  quarry  referred  to  would  be  worked, 
and  that  some  freight  would  be  shipped  therefrom,  the  amount 
of  which  they  were  unable  to  guarantee,  however. 

The  substance  of  such  written  statement  Avas  communicated 
by  the  Commission  to  each  of  the  respondent  Railway  Compa- 
nies under  date  of  March  14,  with  a  statement  that  if  the 
offers  made  were  such  as  to  change  the  attitude  of  the  com- 
panies in  reference  to  the  side  track  privilopre  requostod  we 
would  like  to  be  advised  to  that  effect.  Not  having  heard  from 
the  companies,  further  than  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  our 
communication  and  say  that  it  would  be  referred  to  the  proper 
authorities,  we  assume  that  the  position  tak'?n  by  the  com- 
panies has  not  been  changed  by  the  offer  referred  to.  As  the 
petition  under  consideration  has  been  hanging  fire  for  a  long 
time  we  do  not  feel  justified  in  longer  withholding  a  decision. 
The  following  table  shows  the  distances  between  some  of  the 
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stations  now  maintained  by  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  in  Wisconsin,  when  such  distances  are  less  than  four 
miles: 

From  Camp  Lake  to  Silver  Lake    1.6  miles 

From  Silver  Lake  to  Trevor   3.3  miles 

From  Trevor  to  Camp  Lake   1.7  miles 

From  Lake  Beulah  to  Mukwonago   3.5  miles 

From   South  Oskosh  to  Oskosh   1.1  miles 

From  Byron   to   Hamilton    3.3  miles 

From  Menasha  to  Neenah    2.1  miles 

From  Potter  to  Hilbert  Jet    3.9  miles 

From  Amherst  to  Amherst  Jet  1.5  miles 

From  Medina  Jct.'to  Dale   4.     mi.es 

From   Custer  to   Stockholm    2.2  miles 

From  Milladore  to  Sherry   3.1  miles 

From  Hewitt  to  Marshfield    4 .     miles 

From  Grand  Rapids  to  South  Centralia 2.4  miles 

From  Colby  to  Unity   3.9  miles 

From  South  Centralia  to  Port  Edwards 1.9  miles 

From   Abbotsford   to   Dorchester 3.8  miles 

From  Port  Edwards  to  Nekoosa   2.9  miles 

From   Colby   to   Abbotsford    2.6  miles 

From  Chippewa  Fails  to  Irvine   1.3  miles 

From  Downing  to  Glen  wood   2.6  miles 

On  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  between 
Ranney  and  Milwaukee,  a  distance  of  33.4  miles,  there  are 
eleven  stations,  the  average  distance  between  stations  being 
three  miles.  Between  Racine  and  Elkhom,  a  distance  of  40.7 
miles,  there  are  nine  stations.  Of  these  four  are  not  moro  than 
three  miles  apart.  Between  Beloit  and  Broc«kfield,  117  miles, 
there  are  twenty-six  stations  averaging  4.5*  miles  beween  the 
stations.  Six  of  these  are  less  than  three  miles  apart.  Be- 
tween Milwaukee  and  Prairie  du  Chien  there  are  seven  stations 
where  the  distances  run  from  1.1  miles  to  3.5  miles;  the  aver- 
age for  the  entire  twenty-five  stations  being  7.2  miles.  Be- 
tween JMilwaukee  and  Appleton,  a  distance  of  106.6  miles, 
there  are  nineteen  stations,  the  average  distance  being  5.6  miles. 
On  this  division  which  includes  Sherwood  and  Hilbert,  is  found 
Cedarbnrg  and  Grafton,  2.2  miles  apart,  Adel  and  Waldo  3.9 
miles  apart,  Kiel  and  New  Holstein  3.7  miles  apart,  Hayton 
and  Chilton  1.9  miles  apart,  Menasha  and  Neenah  1.4  miles 
apart.  Between  Milwaukee  and  Fond  du  Lac,  Oshkosh,  Port- 
a9"e  and  branches,  covering  a  distance  of  214.7  miles,  there  are 
forty- three  stations  and  the  average  distance  between  stations 
is  five  miles.  The  distance  between  Woodland  and  Iron  Ridge 
Junction  is  1.7  miles,  Brandon  Jet.  and  Reeds  Comers  3.7 
miles,  Reeds  Comers  and    Ripon    four  miles,    Picketts    and 
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FLsks  fv>ur  miles,  Horicon  Jet.  and  Minnesota  Jet.  2.9  miles, 
Minnesota  Jet.  and  liolling  Prairie  1.9  miles.  The  foregoing 
list  is  by  no  means  complete;  and  in  each  case,  as  we  under- 
stand it,  a  station  agent  is  regularly  employed  at  the  stations 
named. 

The  line  of  the  Northwestern  road  between  ]\Iilwaukee  and 
Appleton  Junction  passes  through  Calumet  county  and  with- 
in five  miles  of  St.  John.  The  line  from  Manitowoc  to  Apple- 
ton  Junction  is  about  forty  miles  and  between  these  points  the 
stations  of  Cato  and  Grimms  are  1.9  miles  apart,  Grimms  and 
Reedville  2.4  miles  apart,  Forest  Jet.  and  Dundas  3.2  miles 
apart,  Kaukauna  and  Combined  Locks  1.6  miles  apart.  Com- 
bined Locks  and  Kimberly  four  miles  apart,  Kimberly  and 
Appleton  Jet.  3.5  miles  apart,  Appleton  Jet.  and  Appleton  1.4 
miles  apart.  As  we  are  advised  station  agents  are  regularly 
employed  at  all  of  these  seven  stations  on  this  forty  miles  of 
road  traversing  the  territory  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  St. 
John. 

The  parties  signing  the  statement  referred  to  are  Anton 
Tjoehr,  John  Fich,  Nic.  Schmitt,  Leopold  Krueger,  Fred  Timm, 
Nic.  Dohr,  Joe  Prank  and  John  Schreiner.  The  last  named 
signer  is  the  owner  of  the  land  on  which  the  stone  quarry  js 
located. 

Considering  the  fact  that  the  portion  of  Calumet  county 
involved  is  densely  populated,  and  other  existing  conditions, 
the  putting  in  of  an  intermediate  station  between  Sherwood 
and  Hilbert  would  seem  to  be  entirely  reasonable. 

The  evident  sincerity  and  good  faith  of  the  people  of  this 
vicinity  in  their  desire  to  secure  the  accommodation  asked  for 
is  evidenced  by  their  willingness  to  contribute  a  large  part  of 
the  expense  themselves. 

It  is  true  that  the  distance  between  Hilbert  and  Sherwood  is 
only  5.6  miles  by  rail,  somewhat  more  than  the  average  dis- 
tance between  stations  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Paid 
Railway.  It  is  also  true  that  railways  should  not  be  required 
to  provide  stations  at  every  country  cross  roads.  If  the  giving 
of  the  required  facilities  involved  a  considerable  outlay  of 
money,  in  the  first  instance,  or  the  expenditure  of  any  consider- 
able sum  in  the  future,  or  seriously  delayed  or  inconvenienced 
the  railways  in  the  transaction  of  their  business,  a  very  differ- 
ent question  might  be  involved  than  the  one  we  are  called  upon 
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to  consider.  We  have  here  the  case  of  each  of  the  railway 
companies  stopping  their  trains,  freight  and  passenger,  at  the 
place  whenever  a  passenger  desires  to  get  on  or  off  a  train,  and 
according  to  the  evidence  nearly  all  of  the  trains,  freight  and 
passenger,  stop  at  St.  John  daily.  When  freight  trains  stop  to 
receive  and  discharge  passengers  we  apprehend  no  great  incon- 
venience can  result  from  asking  one  train  a  day,  each  way,  on 
each  road,  to  receive  and  discharge  freight.  The  only  addi- 
tional expense  that  the  railways  will  be  subjected  to,  over  and 
above  what  they  voluntarily  subject  themselves  to  at  the  pres- 
ent time  is  the  expense  of  building  from  five  hundred  to  seven 
hundred  feet  of  side  track  and  the  furnishing  of  a  stove,  lamps, 
fuel  and  lights  for  a  little  depot  building.  We  think  the  mat- 
ter of  expense  may  be  legitimately  considered  in  determining 
whether  a  service  complained  of  is  adequate  or  not.  A  large 
part  of  the  first  cost  is  the  rails,  which  can  be  taken  up  if  time 
demonstrates  that  the  business  of  the  place  is  not  sufficient  to 
justify  the  continuance  of  the  station.  We  cannot  look  into 
the  future  and  determine  with  exactness  what  the  outcome  will 
be  of  e^ablishing  a  station  at  this  point.,  It  would  certainly 
appear  that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  business  for  the  rail- 
roads in  this  vicinity,  and  that  the  same  will  be  transacted 
here  if  a  station  is  established.  It  also  appears  that  at  least 
t>ne  new  industry,  that  of  quarrying  stone,  will  result  from  its 
establishment.  We  have  on  one  side  a  village  of  a  hundred  in- 
habitants with  its  store,  its  blacksmith  and  wagon  shop,  its 
cheese  factory,  and  a  populous  and  fertile  country  on  every 
side  composed  of  farmers  who  have  their  church  at  this  place 
and  congregate  here  and  want  to  do  their  business  here,  and 
can  do  it  here  more  conveniently  than  at  any  other  station  on 
account  of  distance  and  other  conditions  fully  as  important. 
When  their  convenience  in  the  aggregate  is  fully  weighed 
against  the  comparatively  trifling  expense  to  two  railways 
jointly  owning  the  track  running  through  this  village  we  feel 
constrained  to  hold  that  the  slight  additional  accommodations 
asked  are  reasonably  demandable  and,  that  considering  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances  shown,  the  service  at  St.  John  as  it 
now  exists  is  inadequate. 

As  long  ago  as  1874  the  legislature  passed  an  act  which  has 
remtii«ed  in  the  statute  books  ever  since,  requiring  railways 
to  maintain  stations  in  villages  of  two  hundred  or  more  inhabi- 
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tants,  when  such  a  village  was  withiii  one^eighth  of  a  mile  of 

the  track  and  a  post  office  was  maintained  therein.    No  post 

ojQiee  is  maintained  at  St.  John  because  of  the  advent  of  free 

rural  delivery,  something  unknown  until  long  after  the  passage 

of  the  act.    We  do  not  decide  this  controversy  on  the  statute 

cited,  but  cite  it  simply  to  show  the  trend  of  legislative  thought 

in  reference  to  requiring  carriers  to  serve  small  communities. 

We  hold  the  service  to  be  inadequate  under  the  provisions  of 

sections  3  and  12  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905. 

A  side  track  put  in  adjacent  to  the  highway  running  north 
and  south  through  the  village  and  intersecting  the  track  would 
best  suit  the  convenience  of  the  shippers  and  patrons  of  the 
road.  If  there  is  any  serious  objection  from  an  engineering 
standpoint,  on  account  of  the  grade,  to  putting  in  a  side  track 
at  or  near  this  point,  we  do  not  think  the  Railway  Companies 
should  be  called  upon  to  put  in  the  track  at  such  point.  Tho 
only  other  suitable  place  is  where  the  highway  running  east 
and  west  through  the  village  crosses  the  railway  track.  The 
railway  seems  to  be  level  for  a  considerable  distance  either 
side  of  this  crossing.  The  distance  to  this  point  is  somewhat 
greater  and  there  are  some  other  objections  to  it  as  a  location 
for  the  side  track,  which,  however,  we  do  not  consider  serious. 
We  think  the  track,  to  be  of  any  service,  should  be  so  located 
that  it  can  be  reached  from  one  highway  or  the  other.  We 
think  the  choice  of  the  location  should  be  left  to  the  companies 
involved,  and  simply  express  the  hope  that  a  further  examina- 
tion of  the  locus  in  quo  will  result  in  showin*?  that  it  is  feasible 
to  locate  the  side  track  at  the  north  and  south  crossing  without 
serious  inconvenience  or  trouble.  If  it  does  not,  the  other  lo- 
cation may  be  selected. 

We  have  felt  that  passeng:ers  taking  trains  at  this  point  are 
entitled  to  some  shelter  while  waiting  for  trains.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  common  knowledge  that  trains  are  often  late  during  thi^ 
cold  inclement  winter  weather.  There  is  apparently  no  shelter 
at  the  point  where  trains  are  stopped,  and  passengers  are  sub- 
ject d  to  unnecessary'^  hardships  for  lack  of  a  building  of  some 
kind  affording  protection  against  cold  and  storms.  If  the  Rail- 
way Companies  object  to  the  petitioner  erecting  a  station  build- 
ing on  their  right  of  way,  then  we  hold  that  the  companies 
themselves  should  provide  such  a  building. 
It  is  therefore  determined  that  the  service  now  furnished  by 
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the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  and 
the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  at  the  village  of  St. 
John  in  Calumet  county,  Wisconsin,  is  inadequate,  and  that 
a  suitable  side  track  should  be  constructed  at  said  point,  either 
near  the  place  where  the  north  and  south  highway,  or  the  east 
and  west  highvvay,  passing  through  said  village  crosses  the 
track  of  said  Railway  Companies;  said  companies  being  re- 
quired, however,  to  construct  such  track  where  it  will  be  ac- 
cessible from  the  highway  adjacent  to  which  it  is  built.  It  is 
further  determined  that  each  of  said  companies  be,  and  it  is 
hereby  required  to  receive  and  discharge  freight,  either  in  car- 
loads or  less  than  car-loads,  at  such  point  and  to  stop  one  train 
a  day  each  way  to  receive  and  discharge  such  freight.  It  is 
further  determined  that  in  the  event  of  said  companies  refus- 
ing to  furnish  petitioner  proper  and  suitable  grounds  on  which 
to  build  a  freight  and  passenger  depot  that  they  erect,  heat  and 
light  such  depot  themselves,  and  at  their  own  expense.  They 
are  not  required  to  keep  an  agent  at  said  station,  however.  In 
the  event  that  said  Railway  Companies  elect  to  furnish  grounds 
for  a  station  building,  and  the  petitioner  causes  such  station  to 
be  erected  said  Railway  Companies  are  required  to  furnish  a 
stove  therefor  and  the  necessary  fuel  and  oil  to  heat  and  light 
the  same,  but  are  relieved  from  any  other  or  further  expense 
in  connection  with  the  maintenance  of  said  building,  and  it  is 
further  determined  that  the  giving  of  reasonable  and  adequate 
service  and  facilities  on  the  part  of  said  Railway  Companies 
at  said  point,  within  the  meaning  of  section  3  of  chapter  362, 
Laws  of  1905,  requires  that  the  things  herein  det:rmined  upon 
should  be  done. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered  that  the  Chicago,  ^lilwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  and  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Companies  proceed  to 
erect  and  construct  a  suitable  side  track  at  St.  John,  Wiscon- 
sin, said  side  track  to  be  built  at  either  the  point  of  intersection 
between  the  railway  and  the  hichway  passing  north  and  south 
through  said  village,  or  at  the  point  of  intersection  between 
said  railway  and  the  highway  ninnine^  east  and  west  through 
said  village;  the  Paihvay  Companies*  to  have  the  right  to  elect 
which  location  shall  be  used  and  that  such  side  track  shall  be 
conveniently  built  for  the  transaetion  of  businss  along  the 
same. 

S(iid  Railway  Companies  arc  further  ordered  to  file  with 
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this  Commission  twenty  days  after  the  service  of  this  order  a 
notice  stating  which  location  said  companies  have  elected  to 
use.  In  the  event  of  a  disagreement  between  them,  or  of  their 
failure  to  make  the  election  provided  for,  the  Commission  will 
by  supplemental  order  fix  and  determine  upon  which  of  said 
localities  shall  be  used. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  that  said  Railway  Companies  furnish 
to  petitioner  the  use  of  sufficient  ground  at  a  suitable  place 
upon  its  right  of  way  for  the  erection  df  a  freight  and  passen- 
ger depot,  and  that  said  Railway  Companies  furnish  a  suit- 
able, stove  therefor,  and  also  fuel  and  light  therefor,  or  in  the 
alternative  that  said  Railway  Companies  themselves  erect,  heat 
and  light  such  depot  building,  and  that  said  Railway  Com- 
panies within  twenty  days  from  the  service  of  this  order  file 
with  the  Commission  a  notice  stating  that  they  elect  to  permit 
said  petitioner  to  construct  such  depot  building  upon  their  right 
of  way,  if  they  do  so  elect,  and  in  case  of  their  failure  so  to  do 
said  companies  shall  be  deemed  to  have  elected  to  construct 
and  equip  such  depot  building  at  their  own  expense. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  that  said  Railway  Companies  receive 
and  discharge  passengers  and  freight  at  said  point,  and  that 
at  least  one  train  a  day,  each  way,  on  each  of  said  roads,  stop 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  discharging  such  freight. 

The  period  of  sixty  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  this 
order  will  be  considered  a  reasonable  time  within  which  to 
comply  with  its  terms,  except  as  otherwise  provided  therein. 

Dated  this  28th  day  of  March,  A.  D.,  190q. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halpord  Ertckson, 

Commissioners. 
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No.  14. 

LOFTUS-ITUBBARD  ELEVATOR  COMPANY, 

vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petitioner  did  not  appear, 
Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  respondent. 

Complaint  against  Railway  Company  for  its  failure  to  provide 
cars  of  sufficient  size  to  enable  the  loading  therein  of  hav  to  an 
amount  equal  to  the  prescribed  minima. 

Held,  (1)  That  a  scieDtific  arrangement  of  tiers  of  bales,  based  upon 
abstract  mathematical  calculation  relating  to  dimensions  of 
bales  and  cars  respectively,  is  not  a  fair  measure  of  the  load- 
ing capacity  of  a  car  in  actual  practice; 

(2)  That  when  a  shipper  orders  a  car  for  a  specific  purpose  the 
Railway  Company  shou'd  supply  a  car  which  will  meet  that  pur- 
pose fully,  without  additional  expense; 

(3)  That  it  is  unreasonable  to  fiae  a  shipper,  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  an  arbitrary  rule  governing  minimum  weights,  for 
his  failure  to  designate  complicated  car  dimensions,  concern- 
ing which  he  can  not  be  expected  to  have  knowledge,  in  order- 
ing cars; 

(4)  That  for  cars  which  are  less  than  33  feet  6  inches  long  the 
minimum  for  shipments  of  hay  shall  be  less  than  20,000  pounds, 
as  prescribed  herein;  and  for  cars  33  feet  6  inches  and  more 
in  length  the  Western  Trunk  Lfnes  Rules  shall  govern  the 
minimum  weights. 

The  petition  of  the  Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Company  sets 
forth  that  the  petitioner  is  a  corporation  organized  and  existing 
under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  ^linnesota  and  is  engaged  in  the 
business  of  buying,  selling,  shipping  and  dealing  in  hay  and 
oth?r  farm  produce ;  that  in  the  conduct  of  its  business  the  peti- 
tioner ships  hay  over  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company,  between  p<Tint»s  in  Wisconsin,  and  also  over  the  line 
of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  in  Wisconsin,  in 
connection  Avith  other  lines  of  railway;  that  a  joint  tariff  between 
th?  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  Duluth.  South 
Shore  &  Atlantic  Raihvay  Company,  effective  March  I,  1902,  pro- 
vides for  a  minimum  weight  on  hay  of  20.000  i)Ounds  per  carload 
for  all  cars  less  than  36  feet  in  longth,  inside  measurement,  and 
22,000  pounds  for  cars  36  feet  in  length  or  longer,  that  a  joint 
tariff  between  the  Wisconsin  Central  and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
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&  St.  Fa:il  Railway  Companies,  effective  Febiuaiy  16,  1905,  pro- 
vi(I-?s  for  a  miDimiim  weight,  per  carload  of  hay,  of  20,000 
pounds  for  cars  36  feet  in  length  or  less,  inside  measurement, 
and  of  22,000  pounds  for  cars  more  than  36  feet  in  length;  that 
the  local  tariff  governing  shipments  of  hay  over  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway,  effective  March  28,  1904,  provides  for  a  min"- 
niiini  of  20,000  pounds  irrespective  of  the  size  or  capacity  of  the 
car  furnished  J  that  the  cars  furnished  by  the  Wisconsin  Central 
TJailway  Company  to  shippers  of  hay  over  its  lines  of  road,  vary 
greatly  in  size;  that  some  of  tho  cars  furnifjhed  .can  be  loaded 
with  baled  hay  to  their  minimum  capacity,  and  sMghtly  in  excess 
thereof,  while  other  cars  cannot  be  loaded  to  their  minimum  ca- 
pacity with  hay ;  that  the  effect  of  furnishing  to  one  shipper  a  car 
of  sufficient  capacity  to  enable  the  loading  of  20,000  po  mds,  and 
to  another  shipper  a  car  of  insufficient  capacity  to^  load  this 
amount,  operates  to  impose  a  higher  charge  for  tho  transporta- 
tion of  hay  on  the  part  of  the  shipper  to  whom  the  car  of  insuffi- 
cient capacity  was  furnished,  which  is  a  discrimination;  that  the 
rules  and  rcgulations  bringing  about  such  results  are  unjust  and 
unfair,  and  that  the  same  should  ho  amended  so  as  t)  require  ship- 
pers to  pay  freight  only  on  the  actual  amount  of  hay  which  a  car 
will  hold;  and,  finally,  that  the  Wi.vconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany be  required  to  answer  the  charges  set  forth  in  petition,  and 
that  after  due  hearing  and  investigation  an  order  be  nuide  re- 
qiiinnu  the  Railway  Company  to  cease  md  di-sist  from  the  prac- 
tices complained  of  and  that  an  ordor  be  ent.ied  prohibiting  the 
Railway  Company  from  establishing  a  minimum  for  the  ship- 
ment of  hay  in  excess  of  the  capacity  of  the  car  furnished, 
w^hether  such  car  be  a  car  of  its  own  ownership  or  a  car  furnished 
bv  another  carrier  with  which  it  connects. 

The  answer  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  denies 
any  information  sufficient  to  form  any  knowledge  as  to  whether 
petitioner  ships  hay  over  respondent's  line  between  points  in 
Wisconsin,  or  betwoen  points  in  said  state  over  the  respondent's 
line  in  connection  with  other  railway  lines  therein.  The  above 
mentioned  joint  rates  between  the  Wisconsin  Central  and  the 
Duluth,  South  Shon3  &  Atlantic  and  the  Chicago,  ^Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Companies,  are  admitted  to  exist,  and  with 
respect  to  the  latter  it  is  expressly  denied  that  such  joint  tariff 
covers  shipments  between  stations  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  but 
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affirms  that  the  same  provid-3s  for  shipments  of  inter-state  traffic 
only.  It  is  further  denied  that  the  cars  furnished  by  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company  to  shippers  of  hay  within  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  vary  greatly  in  size,  although  it  is  admitted 
that  cars  of  different  dimensions  are  furnished  for  such  traffic; 
but  that  any  shipper  can,  upon  reasonable  notice,  if  within  the 
power  of  the  respondent  so  to  do,,  receive  for  use  for  hay  ship- 
ments, car^  of  sufficient  dimensions  to  permit  such  hay  shipper 
to  load  the  same  above  the  minimum  weight  prescribed  by  the 
tariffs  mentioned  in  the  petition  or  any  other  similar  tariff  in 
effect  upon  the  respondent's  line.  By  way  of  defense  and  ex- 
planation, the  respondent  urges  and  insists  that  the  whole  diffi- 
culty in  the  hay  traffic,  complained  against  by  said  petitioner, 
arises  entirely  from  the  carelessness  and  negligence,  or  want  of 
attention,  by  said  hay  shippers,  to  the  proper  and  sufficient  bal- 
ing and  loading  of  baled  hay.  The  respondent  alleges  that  hay 
properly  baled,  of  the  usual  and  ordinary  sizes  of  bales,  made  by 
the  usual  and  ordinary'  machinery  for  that  purpose,  in  use  at 
the  various  stations  on  the  respondent's  line  of  railway,  can  be 
loaded  in  the  cars  usually  and  ordinarily  provided  for  such 
traffic,  in  excess  of  the  minimum  required  by  said  tariffs,  and  it 
is  denied  that  the  variation  in  the  size  of  cars  furnished,  or  which 
can  be  furnished,  to  shippers  of  hay,  is  an  unjust  or  unfair  dis- 
crimination between  various  shippers  of  hay,  as  set  out  and  al- 
leged in  the  petition.  The  respondent  submits  that  the  rules  and 
regulations  governing  the  shipment  of  lay  are  fair  and  just  to 
all  the  shippers  of  hay  along  its  line,  and  that,  on  the  contrary, 
to  require  the  respondent  to  furnish  cars  without  the  prescribed 
minimum,  or  without  requiring  shippers  of  hay  to  use  ordinary 
and  customary  care  in  the  baling  and  stowing  of  such  hay,  would 
be  a  hardship  upon  the  respondent  and  every  other  carrier  in 
the  State  of  Wisconsin  engaged  in  like  traffic,  and  an  injustice 
to  other  manufacturers  and  shippers,  and  that  it  would  deprive 
the  respondent  of  the  fair  and  reasonable  use  of  its  property, 
and  prevent  it  from  collecting  a  fair  and  just  return  for  the  facil- 
ities furnished  for  the  inter-state  traffic  of  such  commodity.  The 
complaint  of  the  petitioner  was  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
January  25,  1906,  and  soon  thereafter  February  19  was  set  for 
the  date  of  hearing.  Shortly  before  this  date  the  petitioner  re- 
quested a  postponement  for  thirty  days,  for  the  purpose  of  col- 
lecting and  formulating  additional  information  for  presentation 
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at  the  hearing,  which  was  granted.  The  hearing  was  held  in  the 
oftices  of  the  Commission,  in  the  capitol  of  Madison,  March  19, 
1906.  The  petitioner  did  not  appear.  The  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  was  represented  by  Thos.  H.  Gill,  its  general 
attorney. 

This  complaint  originally  arose  out  of  an  mter-state  shipment 
of  hay  by  the  petitioner  from  Somerset  station  on  the  line  of  the 
Wisconsin  Contra!  Railway  in  Wisconsin,  to  St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
in  Wisconsin  Central  car  No.  8468.  The  car  contained  16,640 
pounds  of  hay  in  actual  weight,  while  the  Railway  Company 
charged  freight  on  a  minimum  weight  <jf  20,000  pounds,  or  an 
excess  of  $1.52  over  what  the  charge  on  the  actual  weight  would 
have  been  at  the  existing  rate  between  the  points  named.  The 
dimensions  of  Wisconsin  Central  car  No.  8468  are  33  ft.  6  in. 
by  8  ft.  3  in.  X  7  ft,  2  in. 

Soon  after  the  hearing  the  Commission  addressed  a  letter  to 
hay  dealera  throughout  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  purpos-? 
of  obtaining  information  bearing  upon  the  matter  of  the  com- 
pla'nt,  which  it  had  hoped  would  be  provided  by  the  petitioner 
This  letter  read  as  follows: 

*  *  This  Commission  has  before  it  for  consideration  a  regula 
tion  adopted  by  one  of  the  railroads  establishing  a  minimuii 
weight  for  a  carload  of  hay.     The  question  has  arisen  as  tc 
whether  or  not  the  cars  furnished  will  admit  of  the  amount 
of  hay  being  placed  therein  which  the  minimum  calls  for, 
namely,  20,000  pounds.     The  size  of  the  car  in  question  is 
33'  6"  X  8'  3''  X  V  2".  We  are  informed  that  the  bales  of  hay 
are  usually  48"  long  x  14x17,  15x18,  14x18,  16x20,  or  18x22; 
and  that  the  14x17  bales  weigh  about  100  lbs.,  and  that  292 
of  such  bales  can  be  loaded  in  a  car  )f  the  dimensions  given ; 
bales  14x18  weigh  105  lbs.,  and  that  278  of  such  bales  can  be 
placed  in  such  car ;  that  bales  15x18  weigh  107  lbs.,  and  that 
248  of  such  bales  can  be  placed  in  such  car ;  that  bales  16x20 
weigh  110  lbs.,  and  that  210  of  such  bales  can  be  placed  ir 
such  car;  that  bales  18x22  weigh  115  to  120  lbs.,  and  that  170 
of  such  bales  can  be  placed  in  such  car.     We  would  like  to 
get  your  judgment  on  the  following  points:     First,  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  weights  as  given  of  the  bales  of  the  re- 
spective sizes  referred  to  are  correct  according  to  your  ex- 
perience ;  second,  whether  the  number  of  bales  of  the  different 
sizes  above  specified  can  reaaonably,  be  loaded  in  a  car  of  the 
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dimensions  given.  We  would  be  pleased  lo  have  you  furnish 
us  with  the  result  of  your  actual  experience  in  regard  to  load- 
ing cars  with  hay  and  to  receive  any  additional  information 
that  you  might  think  would  be  of  interest  to  us  in  addition  to 
that  specifically  asked  for. ' ' 

The  number  of  replies  received  was  comparatively  small,  and 
only  a  few  of  them  indicated  dissatisfaction  of  any  kind  with 
the  existing  rules  and  regulations  govoming  the  hay  traffic  in 
Wisconsin.  Several  instances  were  cited  in  the  letters  tending 
to  show  the  impossibility  of  loading  the  required  minimum  into 
all  of  the  ears,  but  the  ^oneral  tenor  of  the  replies  was  that  with 
reasonable  cai-e  in  loading  the  minimum  amount  of  hay  could  be 
put  into  the  ears  furnished.  But  even  after  these  replies  had 
been  received  the  Con?jnission  did  not  feel  that  it  had  before  it 
sufficient  information^  for  a  correct  decision.  The  relative  lack 
of  interest,  or  indifference,  manifested  in  this  matter  by  hay 
dealers  made  it  extremely  difficult  for  "the  Commission  to  secure 
the  desired  information.  With  a  view  of  supplementing  what 
facts  we  have  collected  by  letter,  a  representative  of  the  Com- 
mission interviewed  hay  shippers  in  Milwaukee  and  other  places. 
These  interviews  brought  to  light  no  grievance  of  consequence. 
Information  regarding  the  actual  weight  of  hay  shipped  in  cars 
of  different  sizes,  which  was  promised  by  several  shippers,  has 
not  been  received  by  the  Commission,  except  in  one  instance,  al- 
though definite  promises  to  provide  tbese  facts  had  been  made 
orally  and  in  writing.  The  investigations  of  the  Commission 
have  thus  been  greatly  handicapped  and  delayed.  One  report 
of  this  kind,  however,  was  received  very  promptly,  which  is  of 
much  value  in  its  bearing  upon  this  case.  FoUowing  is  a  state- 
ment of  the  cars  recently  loaded  by  the  shipper  making  the  re- 
port* 
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Car  iaitial. 


CAN  W 

CAN   W 

C.  A  *.  W 

CAN    '^ 

C.  A  ^.  VV 

CAN  W 

C.  A.s.  \V 

r.  A  N.  ^v 

r.A:N  W 

C.St.  P.M.  AO 

CAN.  .* 

i-  A  '*.  W 

C.  AN.  W 

CAN   VV 

N.t;.  VV 

CAN.  VV 

CAN   W 

( *    J^  N     \\' 

*      •    (a     1.^  •       *■     •    ••    ••••    ••••    •••• 

w.o 

Yi.i'     

CAN.  VV 

W.U 

W  C 

Itl.  Cent 

VV.C    

CAN  W 

CAN.  W 

C.  A  .N.  W 

CAN.  W 


Car  No. 


85088 
68778 
6J994 
5')  180 
3til22 
S8U72 
yi622 
.')746( 
64116 
7riiJ0 
740i2 
;06ll 

eo.'>76 

7J308 
(XX)57 
94938 
S.Wki 
7150J 
11278 
1117i 
C6I06 
1214 
IGloO 
96412 
l.'MXi 
917(30 
41984 
78412 
71500 


Car  dimensions. 


36    z8.6x8 

35  6x8.8^x8 

83.6x8.8)4x8 

83.5x8.6x7.6 

33.6x8  3i4x7.1^ 

83.6x8.3>4x7.lH 

3^5.6x8  .^x6.10Vi 

33.t5x8.SS|x7.1^ 

33  6x8.3>4x8 

3J.:)x8.3>t.x6  10 

33.6x8 -^^4^8    

3:<  6-8. 35.4x8 

33.6x8.3^x7.1^ 

3t    x8.6x8        

83.6x8.3^x7.1V4 

33.6x8.3^4x6. lOH 

36  x8  6x8 

31.6x8  3^4x8 

31    x8.Hx7.2 

34  x8.3  7.2 

33.0t8.3>4z8 

31    xS.l%v7.2 

34    x8.3x7.2  

36    x8  6x8 

34    x8. 1^x7.2 

33.6x8. 3k  x6.10>4 

S:i.6x8  2!^x6.10^ 

36    x8.6x8 

S3.6x8.3>4xS 


Actual  wt. 
of  tiay  in  eai 


26,688 
21.305 
23,508 
2.1,  90 
21,108 
20,788 
20.843 
20,815 
2U,925 
21,195 
21.7U0 
23,7.tO 
18,290 
24.4.0 
22,818 
20,525 
2i,719 
22,597 
24,360 
19,660 
21,100 
21,010 
21,830 
23,600 
20,520 
19,690 
18,060 
25,071 
22.597 


The  testimony  on  the  part  of  thq  Railway  Company,  regarding 
the  capacity  to  hold  hay,  of  cai^s  in  different  sizes,  is  based  upon 
mathematical  calculations.  It  takes  into  consideration  the  exact 
aimensions  of  different  aizes  of  bales  ^f  hay  and  of  diffei^ent 
sized  of  cars.  It  contemplates  a  scientific  arrangement  of  tien 
of  bales  in  skillful  adjustment  to  the  particular  dimensions  of 
each  car.  We  are  not  much  impressed  by  this  kind  of  demon- 
stration, for  the  reasuu  that  we  do  not  belieVe  it  to  be  reasonable 
and  fair  to  expect  an  average  shipper  of  hay  or  his  ejnployes  to 
be  mindful  of  abstract  cubical  and  lineal  dim-^nsions  and  com. 
plicated  adjustments  of  tiers  of  bales  in  the  loading  of  hay  into 
cars.  Nevertheless,  we  believe  that  the  testimony  and  facta 
gathered  by  the  Commission,  together  with  the  testimony  sub- 
mitted by  the  company,  are  conclusive  to  the  effect  that  a  car 
33  ft.  6  in.  long,  8  ft.  3  in.  wid-3,  and  7  ft.  2  in.  high,  being  the 
size  of  car  which  caused  this  complaint,  can  readily  be  loaded 
with  the  minimum  of  20,000  pounds,  without  the  exercise  of  more 
than  ordinary  care  and  intelligence.  The  Railway  Company 
should  not  be  held  responsible  for  the  negligence  or  carelessness 
of  men  who  load  hay.  The  information  at  our  disposal  is  also  con- 
clusive with  respect  to  the  variations  in  the  weight  of  different 
kinds  of  hay,  and  the  great  variety  in  the  quality  of  the  work 
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done  by  different  kinds  of  bay  presses.  We  do  not  believe  that 
railway  companies  should  sjill'er  the  loss  resiiUing  from  the  use 
of  a  poor  quality  of  wire  in  baling,  from  inferior  kinds  of 
presses,  or  from  incompetent  operation  of  such  presses.  The  testi- 
mony of  shippers  of  hay  is  practically  unanimous  I'cgarding  tho 
variations  in  the  weight  of  bales,  due  to  the  factoi-s  just  indicated 
and  to  ether  factors  which  might  be  discussed,  but  which  are  not 
material  in  the  decision  of  this  case. 

On  tlie  other  hand,  we  regard  it  an  injustice  for  a  railway 
company  to  furuish  a  car  to  a  shipper,  which  it  knows  cannot 
hold  the  minimum  weight  when  loaded  with  reasonable  care.  It 
was  brought  oat  in  the  testimony  that  if  a  shipper  should  simply 
order  a  car  for  a  shipment  of  hay,  without  designating  the  size 
of  car  wanted,  the  Railway  Company  might  send  him  a  30  foot 
car,  if  it  had  s'ueh,  and  still  collect  from  him,  under  the  rules, 
freight  charges  upon  the  minimum  weight  of  20,000  pounds.  In 
this  respect  the  assumption  on  the  part  of  the  Railway  Company, 
according  to  the  testiraony,  is  that  it  may  send  a  shipper  any 
kind  of  a  car  it  chof)Res,  unlesvS  the  shipper  expressly  directs  it 
to  the  contrary.  The  logical  conclusion  of  this  assumption  is 
that  the  Railway  Company  might  furnish  a  shipper  double 
decked  cars  for  the  shipping  of  horses,  palace  horse  cars  for  the 
shipping  of  wheat,  or  refrigerator  cars  for  the  shipping  of  live 
stock,  unless  the  shipper  expressly  ordered  another  kind  of  car. 
We  believe  that  when  a  shipper  orders  a  car  for  a  certain  pur- 
pose, and  definitely  indicates  this  purpose  to  the  Railway  Com- 
pany, the  company  should  he  compelled  to  furnish  him  a  car 
that  will  serve  that  purpose  fully  and  completely  and  not  par- 
tially, or  not  at  all,  or  only  at  an  additional  expense.  We  regard 
it  the  duty  of  a  railway  company  to  make  the  car  furnished  to 
the  shipper  fit  the  exact  order  of  the  shipper,  unless  extraordi- 
nary circumstances  prevent  its  doing  so,  in  which  case  equitable 
adjustment  sliould  be  made.  We  do  not  regard  it  an  equitable 
adjustment,  to  send  a  man  who  desires  to  ship  hay,  a  car  which 
will  hold  only  16,000  or  18,000  pounds  when  properly  loaded, 
and  then  charge  him  freight  on  20,000  pounds.  To  be  sure,  it 
is  now  a  rule  of  the  Railway  Company  ijiat  if  the  shipper  orders 
a  certain  size  of  car,  and  it  cannot  furnish  the  same,  it  may,  at 
its  option,  and  for  its  convenience,  provide  a  larger  car,  charging 
the  shipper  only  for  the  minimum  weight  of  the  size  of  car 
originally  ordered  by  the  shipper ;  but  our  present  remarks  have 
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reference  not  to  tbe  instances  of  this  kind,  but  to  the  kind  of  a 
car  which  a  railway  company  should  provide  when  a  shipper 
does  not  designate  the  size  but  does  state  the  purpose  for  which 
the  car  ordered  is  to  be  used.  The  Railway  Company,  and  not 
the  shipper,  must  be  presumed  to  know  the  exact  kind  of  car  re- 
quired for  different  kinds  of  traffic,  and  it  is  unreasonable  to 
fine  a  shipper,  through  the  instrumentality  of  an  arbitrary  rule 
c:oveming  minimum  weights,  for  his  failure  to  designate  com- 
piioated  car  dimensions,  concerning  which  he  cannot  Oe  supi)osed 
to  have  full  knowledge ;  nor  should  he  bo  held  responsible  for  the 
acquisition  of  this  knowledge.  This  is  a  burden  which  does  not 
rest  upon  the  shipper  of  hay,  whatever  may  be  true  with  respect 
lo  shipijcrs  of  certain  other  conunodities. 

It  Is  Our  Determination  that  the  req-uirement  of  a  minimum 
weight  of  20,000  pounds  for  shipments  of  hay  in  cars  33  ft.  6  in. 
by  8  ft.  3  in.  by  7  ft.  2  in.  is  reasonable  and  fair.  We  have  no 
proof  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  xises  smaller 
cars  in  the  hay  traffic,  to  any  appreciable  extent.  But  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  company  still  carries  about  750  common  box 
cars,  which  are  less  than  33  ft.  6  in.  in  length,  on  its  equipment 
register,  and  in  further  view  of  the  testimony  on  the  part  of  the 
company,  with  reference  to  its  attitude  regarding  the  furnishing 
of  smaller  cars,  unless  the  shipper  expressly  g-lves  directions  to 
the  company  to  the  contrary,  we  infer  that  some  of  the  750  cars 
may  still  be  occasionally  assigned  to  the  hay  traffic.  Other  car- 
riers doing  busines;^  in  Wisconsin  have  established  a  lower  mini- 
mum than  20.000  pounds  for  cars  less  than  33  ft.  6  in.  long,  and 
the  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules,  to  which  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  is  subject,  also  provido  lower  minimum 
weights  for  smaller  cars. 

We,  Therefore,  FY^rtiier  Determine  and  Order  that  for 
cars  of  less  dimensions  than  33  ft.  6  in.  by  8  ft.  3  in. 
by  7  ft.  2  in.,  whether  such  ears  are  owned  by  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  or  whether  they  are  cars  received  by 
it  from  connecting  railways,  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  shall  be  bound  by  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Cars  30  feet  in  length  and  under 16,000  lbs. 

Cars  over  30  feet  to  and  including  32  feet 18,000  lbs. 

Cars  over  32  feet,  to  but  not  including  33  feet  6 
inches 19,000  lbs. 
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Except  as  above  provided,  it  is  ordered  that  the  petition  be, 
and  hereby  is  dismissed. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  II.  Meyer, 
Halpord  Erickson, 

Commiss^ioners. 
Dated  this  15th  day  of  June,  A.  D.,  1906. 


No    15. 

MINER  BROS. 

vs. 
CHICAGO    &    NORTHWESTERN    RAILWAY    C01\IPANT 

AND  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 

Petition  on  aecount  of  the  refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  to 
make  joint  rates  with  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way Company  on  lumber  between  Carter  and  Vir^nia.  Peti- 
tioner is  oblifred  to  pay  the  sum  of  two  local  rates,  which  is  18 
cents  per  100  pounds  and  prays  for  the  estabMshment  of  a  joint 
rate  of  not  to  exceed  11  cents.  The  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
made  a  joint  rate  of  11  cente  with  the  La  Crosse  &  South  Eastern 
and  the  petition  was  withdra\^Ti. 


No.  16. 

PLUIMB  &  NELSON,  A  DOMESTIC  CORPORATION, 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY  AND  CHI- 
CAGO, ]\riLWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM«- 
PANY. 

Ralph  E.  Plumb,  for  petitioner. 

T.  II.  Gill,  for  W.  C.  Ry.  Co. 

C.  E.  Vroman,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  respondents. 

Argued  by  the  railway  companies, 

(])  That  if  two  loca!   rate^  are  in  themselves  reasonable  their  ag- 
gregate  is  not   unreasonable  for  the  entire  service  performed; 
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(2)  That  whenever  a  railway  is  able  to  supply  the  wants  of  the 
people  along  the  line  joint  rates  should  not  be  established  be- 
cause such  rat€s  would  decrease  the  earnings  of  the  road; 

(3)  That  joint  rate3  are  properly  made  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
competition  with  some  other  railway;  or, 

(4)  When  the  railway  upon  which  finaf-  delivery  of  the  shipment 
is  made  cannot  itself  supply  the  article. 

Held,  (1)  That  the  sum  of  two  reasonable  locals  does  not  necessarily 
make  a  reasonable  joint  rate; 

(2)  That  it  should  not  be  left  solely  to  the  railway  company  or 
companies  to  prescribe  the  territory  within  which  certain  in- 
dividuals, firms  or  localities  may  or  may  not  do  business; 

(3)  Railways  are  public  highways  over  which  shippers  have  a  right 
to  transi)ort  property  for  a  reasonable  compensation; 

(4)  To  argue  that  if  the  Commission  were  to  order  a  joint  rate  in 
the  present  case,  it  would  be  obiged  to  order  one  in  every  other 
case  that  may  hereafter  arise,  is  also  to  argue  that  if  the  Com- 
mission were  to  deny  a  joint  rate  in  the  present  case  it  would 
be  obliged  to  do  so  in  every  subsequent  case.  If  this  i8  the 
logica.'  conclusion  of  this  process  of  reasoning  the  statute  pro- 
viding for  joint  rates  would  be  effsctuajly  nullified; 

(5)  An  examination  of  the  tariffs  on  file  does  not  bear  out  the 
theory  that  joint  rates  are  usually  or  almost  exclusively  made 
to  meet  competition; 

(6)  The  rates  between  the  stations  specified  and  Manitowoc  should 
he  the  same  as  the  rates  between  these  stations  and  Green  Bay, 
plus  two  cents  per  100  pounds  for  terminal  charges,  which  under 
the  peculiar  conditions  disclosed  in  the  present  case,  we  feel 
disposed  to  allow  for  the  extra  terminal  service  which  must  be 
performed  in  the  case  of  less  than  carload  shipments  between 
the  stations  named. 

On  February  1,  1906,  the  Plumb  &  Nelson  Company  filed  with 
the  Railroad  Commission  a  formal  complaint  alloginj?  in  sub- 
stance that  it  was  engaged  in  the  wholesale  grroeery  business  at 
Manitowoc,  Wisconsin,  and  had  a  larfje  amonnt  of  trade  at  the 
villages  of  Chilton,  New  Holstein,  Kiel  and  Elkhart,  stations 
locat-ed  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  between 
Hilbert  Junction  and  Plymouth,  and  that  said  intermediate  sta- 
tions had  no  other  line  of  railway,  and  that  the  most  feasible 
route  to  ship  goods  thereto  from  Manitowoc  by  rail  was  over  the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway  to  Hilbert  Junction  and  from  thence 
to  destination  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway; 
that  each  of  the  respondents  was  a  common  carrier  operating 
lines  of  road  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Railway  extending  from  Manitowoc  to  ITi^bert  Junction, 
and  points  beyond,  and  intersecting  the  Chica'^fo,  l\Iilwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  at  Hilbert  Junction ;  that  petitioner  had  always 
been  compelled  to  pay  two  full  local  rates  on  shipments  made  to 
the  points  referred  to  on  the  Milwaukee  road,  one  to  each  of  tho 
connecting  lines ;  that  said  railways  had  refused  to  make  a  joint 
through  rate  to  any  of  said  points,  although  frequently  requested 
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SO  to  do ;  that  the  sum  of  the  two  local  rates  is  excessive  for  the 
service  preformed  and  very  much  in  ex  jess  '>f  the  rates  charged 
for  shipping  the  same  kind  of  goods  to  the  same  points  from 
places  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaulvce  &  St.  Paul  Railway, 
talcing  into  account  the  relative  distances  the  freight  is  carried ; 
that  such  excessive  rates  are  discriminatory  agaiui^t  tlij  peti- 
tioner, and  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  petitioner,  of  the 
locality  served,  and  of  competition,  that  joint  rates  be  estab  islicd 
between  said  railways  on  shipments  from  Manitowoc,  Wisconsin, 
lo  tlie  points  in  reference  to  which  complaint  is  made.  Peti- 
tioner prayed  the  Commission  to  make  an  order  establishing  joint 
rates  betwcon  said  points. 

Separate  answors  were  interposed  by  each  of  the  respond 3r4t 
Railway  Companies.  The  answer  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Rail- 
way Company  set  forth  that  the  facts  alleged  in  certain  para- 
graphs of  the  petition  disclose: 

**That  to  accede  to  the  request  made  by  said  petitioner  so 
as  to  equalize  them  in  the  matter  of  freight  rates  with  the 
wholesale  houses  located  at  Green  Bay  and  Milwaukee  would 
show  conclusively  the  injustice  and  unfairness  of  such  cours3 
to  all  other  persons  antagonistically  interested  in  ordinary 
business  in  the  same  territory,  and  demonstrate  that  a  sim- 
ilar complaint  by  such  business  houses  would  ap:ai:i  require 
a  reciprocal  concession  in  the  territory  solely  occupied  by 
the  petitioners  herein. 

This  respondent  respectfully  submits  that  the  petiticner  in 
this  matter  is  seeking  to  obtain  an  unjust  discrimination  in 
its  own  favor  as  against  other  pei'sons  in  the  same  business 
situated  nearer  to  the  mai'ket  sought  to  be  entered  and  con- 
trolled or  participated  in  by  snid  petitioner  and  that  no 
action  w-hich  could  be  justly  taken  by  this  rej?pondent's  line, 
or  in  connection  with  its  co-respondent,  can  grant  relief  with- 
out working  at  least  as  much  harm  and  discrimination  against 
many  others  competing  with  petitioners  for  the  business 
sought  herein  to  be  controlled." 

The  answer  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Paul  Railway 
h-et  forth : 

**That  the  establishment  of  any  jo»int  rate  as  prayed  in  said 
petition  which  should  be  less  than  the  combination  of  the  two 
local  rates  now  existing  would  be  unfair  and  unjust  to  said 
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answering  company  and  would  work  a  discrimination  against 
other  shippers  over  its  lines,  and  a  discrimination  also  against 
other  localities  similarly  situated  in  respect  to  the  lines  of  the 
aforesaid  answering  company,  and  further  that  the  fixing  of 
any  joint  rate  as  prayed  in  said  petition  would  demoralize 
and  destroy  the  local  rates  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin." 


A  hearing  on  the  issues  thus  made  up  was  set  for  February 
28,  at  which  time  Ralph  E.  Plumb,  secretary  of  the  petition- 
ing company,  appeared  in  its  behalf;  E.  S.  Keeley,  j;oneral 
freight  agent,  and  C.  E.  Vroman,  attorney,  appeared  in  behalf  of 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company;  C.  E. 
Wilson,  assistant  general  freight  agent,  and  T.  II.  Gill,  attorney, 
appeared  for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company. 

It  was  urged  by  the  petitioner  that  it  wiis  and  is  charged  the 
full  local'  rates  based  on  a  distance  tarilf  from  Manitowoc  to 
ITilbert  Junction  on  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway,  and  the  full 
local  rate  based  on  the  same  kind  of  a  tanff  from  Ililbert  Junc- 
tion to  the  point  of  destination  on  the  Chicai^o,  ^lilwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  Railway,  and  that  such  rates  are  excessive  and  discrimina- 
tory against  petitioner;  that  joint  rates  are  usually  and  cust<o- 
marily  made  between  the  roads  involved  on  like  kinds  of  ship- 
ments to  other  places;  that  the  making  of  a  joint  rate  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  is  in  the  interest  of  competition  and  that  in  equity 
and  fairness  such  rate  should  be  ordered. 

The  following  table  showing  the  rates  char::i:od  between  Mani- 
towoc, Green  Bay,  and  Milwaukee,  respectively,  to  the  points  to 
which  petitioner  asks  to  have  the  joint  rates  applied,  torretl.or 
with  the  respective  distances,  was  submitted  by  said  petitioner: 

Table  of  comparative  distances  and  lonal  rates. 
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It  will  be  seen  that  the  distances  from  Green  Bay  and  Manito- 
woc to  the  points  in  question  are  the  same.    Mosft  of  petitioner's 
shipments  are  third  and  fourth  class  commodities,  and  the  rates 
it  is  compelled  to  pay  for  the  services  it  receives  are  suostantially 
one  and  one-half  times  the  rates  charged  from  Green  Bay,  the 
only  difference  in  the  service  being  the  extra  terminal  charge  at 
Hilbert  Junction  in  unloading  freight  from  one  train  and  load- 
ing it  on  the  other.     It  further  appeal's  that  Milwaukee  is  79 
miles  distant  from  Chilton,  and  Manitowoc  is  only  34  miles; 
yet  the  Manitowoc  rate  is  9  cents  higher  on  first-class  freight,  9 
cents  higher  on  second  class,  8  cents  higher  on  third  class,  and 
714  cents  higher  on  fourth  class  commodities.    As  illustrative  of 
the  further  difference  between  the  charge  of  the  supi  of  the  tw(» 
locals  and  rate  of  charge  over  a  single  line  of  road,  it  appears 
that  the  rates  from  Manitowoc  to  Plymouth  by  way  of  the 
Wisconsin  Central  and  St.  Paul  Railways,  is,  on  first  class  47 
cents,  second  class  40  cents,  third  class  33  cents,  fourth  class 
24%  cents,  while  the  rates  to  the  same  point  on  the  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  Railway  is  26Vi2  cents  on  first  class,  21%  cents  on 
second  class,  18  cents  on  third  class,  and  13  cents  on  fourth  class. 
It  is  urged  in  substance  by  the  respondents  that  if  the  two 
local  rates  charged  are  in  themselves  reasonable,  their  aggregate 
is  not  unreasonable  for  the  entire  service  performed.     It  is  also 
urged  that  the  locality  in  question  is  well  servsd  at  the  present 
time  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  and  that 
there  is  abundance  of  competition  to  secure  reasonable  prices. 
Further,  that  a  railway  company  situated  as  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  is  in  the  present  instance, 
having  a  practical  monopoly  of  the  territory  in  question,  and  the 
ability  to  supply  that  territory  by  shipping  from  Green  Bay, 
Milwaukee  and  Chicago,  over  its  ovm  line  of  road,  should  not  be 
compelled  to  receive  traffic  from  a  connecting  line  at  a  rate  ma- 
terially less  than  it  would  receive  if  no  joint  rate  was  made. 

The  arginnents  advanced  against  the  makin(;  of  a  joint  rate  in 
this  instance  are  to  the  effect  that  whenever  a  railway  is  able  to 
supply  the  wants  of  its  people  along  its  line  joint  rates  should 
not  be  made,  because  they  would  have  a  tendency  to  lessen  the 
earnings  of  that  particular  road;  and  that  joint  rates  are  prop- 
erly made  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  competition  with  some 
other  line  of  railway,  or  where  the  road  upon  which  final  delivery 
.)f  the  shipment  is  made  cannot  itself  supply  the  article  shipped 
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from  points  upon  its  line.    It  was  urged  that  the  matter  of  mak- 
ing joint  rates  should  practically  be  left  to  the  carriers  them- 

» 

selves,  and  that  they  should  be  permitted  to  say  when  such  rates 
should  be  granted  or  refused. 

It  has  been  decided  many  times  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Comimission  and  the  courts  that  the  sum  of  two  reasonable  locals 
does  not  necessarily  make  a  reasonable  joint  rate.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  joint  rate  recourse 
is  usually  had  to  what  the  charge  would  be  if  the  entire  service 
were  performed  by  one  line  of  road.  This  may  not  be  the  cor- 
rect way  to  get  at  it,  but  it  is  the  usual  method  adopted  by  the 
railways  themselves. 

While  it  is  true  that  the  merchants  in  the  towns  in  question 
would  have  the  benefit  of  trade  competition  if  IManitowoc  were 
.wholly  eliminated,  it  is  none  the  less  true  that  the  petitioner  un- 
'*r  the  present  disadvantageous  freight  rates  ships  large  quan- 
tities of  goods  into  this  territory.  We  ere  not  in  a  position  to 
*ay  that  this  additional  competition  is  not  beneficial  to  the  retail 
merchants  and  the  consumers  in  the  territory  involved.  Nor  are 
w-e  ready  to  admit  that  it  should  be  left  solely  to  a  railway  com- 
pany or  companies  to  prescribe  the  territory  within  which  cer- 
tain individuals,  firms  or  localities,  may  or  may  not  do  business. 

The  contention  that  each  railway  should  have  a  practical 
monopoly  of  the  territory  in  which  there  is  no  rail  oi'  water  com- 
petition ignores  the  conslideration  that  railways  are  public  high- 
ways over  which  shippers  for  a  reasonable  compensation  have 
the  right  to  transport  property.  The  original  Railroad  Com- 
mis'gion  law,  of  June  15,  1905,  conferred  no  power  on  the  Com- 
mission to  make  joint  rates.  At  the  special  losslon  of  the  \e^s- 
lature  held  in  December  last,  the  law  was  amended  so  as*  to 
confer  such  power.  The  Commission  neitljcr  ruilti:  ^sted  the. 
amendment  in  the  first  instance,  nor  asked  for  its  pass'age  when 
suggested.  We  must  assume  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
legislature  that  the  power  so  conferred  should  be  exercised  when 
the  facts  in  any  given  case  warranted  such  exercise.  We  do  not 
see  that  it  will  follow,  as  claimed  by  the  carriers,  that  if  we  order 
-  a  joint  rate  in  this  case  we  must  order  one  in  every  other  ca«?e 
that  may  hereafter  arise.  If  this  be  true,  it  Mould  logically  fol- 
low that  if  we  deny  a  joint  rate  in  this  case  we  must  do  so  in 
every  subsequent  case,  and  thus  eifectually  nullify  this  provision 
of  the  law.    When  the  legislature  said  the  Commission  may 
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order  a  joint  rate  we  do  not  think  it  intended  that  we  should  do 
so  in  ail  cases,  regardless  of  right  or  jiistioe;  and  certainly  it 
would  be  doing  violence  to  the  intention  of  the  legislature  to 
hold  fhat  we  should  not  order  such  a  rate  in  any  case.  We  ap- 
prehend that  eacb  individual  case  should  he  decided  on  its  merits 
and  on  the  facts  before  the  Commission.  When  other  cases  arise 
involving  similar  facts  we  will  follow  this  decision  as  a  prece- 
dent, if  we  still  think  it  is  right,  and  disregard  it  if  we  are  con- 
vinced that  it  is  wrong. 

The  theory  advanced  that  joint  rates  are  usually,  or  almost 
exclusively,  made  to  meet  competitive  conditions,  docs  not  ap- 
pear to  be  bomo  out  by  an  examinaliun  of  the  tariit's  on  file  with 
the  Commission.  The  result  of  our  examination,  so  far  as  we 
pursued  it,  would  indicate  that  the  refusal  to  make  joint  rates, 
such  as  are  asked  for  here,  between  tho  tarriors  in  question,  was 
the  exception  rather  than  the  rule.  For  instance,  joint  rates  are 
made  between  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Cv-nipany  and  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Paul  Kailway  Compajiy  from  Mani- 
towoc on  goods  shipped  on  class  rates  to  sueh  points  as  Omro, 
Winneconne,  Berlin,  Brandon,  Waukau,  Waupun,  Horicon  June- 
tion,  Abram,  Lena,  Wausaukee,  Pembine,  Greenleaf,  Merrill, 
Knowlton,  Babcock,  Meadow  Valley,  Tomah,  Rudo'ph,  Pittsville, 
and  many  other  points,  where  there  is  hardly  a  su:ji]:L\SLion  of 
competition  between  the  Milwaukee  company  and  any  other  line 
of  road.  The  city  of  Merrill,  for  instance,  is  substantia' ly  twenty 
miles  from  any  line  of  road  except  the  Milwaukee.  The  joint 
rate  on  first  class  goods  from  Maiiitowoc  to  Merrill  is  126^^  cents, 
second  class  211/^  cents,  third  cla*^?;  18  cents,  fourth  class  13 
cents.  The  rate  from  Manitowoc  to  Elkliart  over  the  s'an:e  lines 
of  road  is  43  cents  on  first  class,  SGhU  cents  on  second  c'ass,  30 
cents  on  third  class,  and  23  cents  on  fourth  class.  Most  of  the 
petitioner's  shipments  come  under  the  third  and  founh  classes. 
It  pays  12  cents  per  hundred  pounds  more  to  ship  third  cla^s  from 
Manitowoc  to  Elkhart  than  from  Manitowoc  to  Merrill,  and  10 
cents  more  per  hundi"»?d  pounds  on  fourth  class.  The  distance 
from  Manitowoc  to  Elkhart  is  51  miles,  and  the  distance  from 
Manitowoc  to  Merrill  is  165.6  miles.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that 
the  rate  is  more  than  one  and  one-haJf  times  as  high  from  Mani- 
towoc to  Elkhart  as  it  is  from  Manitowoc  to  Merrill,  while  the 
distance  is  less  than  one-third  as  great. 

A  joint  rate  has  been  in  effect  from  Manitowoc  to  Greenleaf, 
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about  13  miles  north  of  Hilbert  Junction^  for  a  number  of  years ; 
and  also  to  other  stations  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul  Railway  north  of  Hilbert  Junction.  We  see  no  good 
reason  why  Chilton,  a  few  miles  south  of  Hilbort  Junction, 
should  be  denied  a  similar  rate. 

We  think  the  charges  complained  of  are  excessive,  and  that 
they  should  be  reduced  and  a  joint  tariff  be  put  in  force  between 
the  city  of  Manitowoc  and  the  stations  of  Chillon,  New  Ilolstein, 
Kiel  and  Elkhart.  In  this  case  the  haul  is  sliort  and  the  ship- 
ments, as  appears  from  the  freight  bills  filed  with  us,  are  in 
many  instances  made  in  small  quantities.  Under  the.  peculiar 
condition  disclosed  here  we  feel  disposed  to  allow  two  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  for  the  extra  terminal  charge  because  of  the 
transfer  at  Hilbert  Junction.  This  we  regard  as  ample  to  cover 
thlls  case.  With  this  addition  the  Green  Bay  rate  should  be  put 
in  force  from  Manitowoc  to  the  points  involved,  which  rate,  plus 
the  two  cents  per  hundred  pounds  above  referred  to,  we  find  to 
be  a  reasonable  rate  for  the  service  on  less  than  car-load  ship- 
ments. 

It  is  therefore  determined  that  the  rates  charged  by  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  for  transporting  first,  second, 
third  and  fourth  class  freights  from  Manitowoc  to  Chilton,  New 
Holstein,  Kiel  and  Elkhart,  are  and  each  of  said  rates  is  unrea- 
sonable and  excessive  and  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  that 
joint  rates  should  be  established  by  said  Railway  Companies  be- 
tween the  city  of  Manitowoc  and  said  points ;  and, 

It  Is  Ordered,  that  for  the  future  tho  rate  to  be  charged  for 
transporting  first,  second,  third  and  fourth  classes  of  freight 
from  Manitowoc  to  Chilton,  New  Holstein,  Kiel  and  Elkhart, 
shall  not  exceed  the  rate  now  charged  for  the  transportation  of 
such  classes  of  freight  from  Green  Bay  to  said  points  plus  two 
cents  per  hundred  pounds,  on  less  than  carload  shipments. 

Dated  this  5th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Qommissioners. 
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No.  17. 

WILLIAM  H.  PRISK 

va 
ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

This  petition  related  to  a  highway  crossing  near  Monticello, 
Green  County.  At  the  crossing  in  question  the  Illinois  Central 
9nd  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Companies' 
tracks  run  parallel  with  each  other  about  fifty  feet  apart.  The 
Illinois  Central's  tracks  are  some  10  or  12  feet  below  the  level  of 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  tracks,  and  hence  the  high- 
way runs  down  quite  an  abrupt  decline  at  the  crossing  of  the 
tracks.  A  cut  from  15  to  18  feet  deep  obstructs  the  view  and 
the  sound  of  the  whistle.  For  more  than  20  years  this  crossing 
had  been  tho  cause  of  contentions  between  the  railways  and  the 
people.  A  long  list  of  accidents  and  narrow  cscapos  is  recorded. 
A  member  of  the  Commission  visited  the  locality  in  question  and 
soon  thereafter  an  infonnal  conference  was  held  in  the  office  of 
the  Commission,  with  the  superintendents  of  the  two  railways 
involved.  Subsequent  correspondence  and  interviews  led  to  a 
satisjfactory  understanding  by  which  the  Railway  Companies 
agreed  to  improve  the  crossing  and  the  approaches  thereto  and 
to  install  electric  signal  bells. 


No    18. 

BLUMENFIELD,  LOCIIER  AND  BROWN  COMPANY 

vs. 
AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY, 
NATIONAL  EXPRESS  COMPANY  AND 
ADAMS  EXPRESS  COMPANY. 

Petition  ri^gardmg  an  advance  in  the  express  rates  on  arti- 
ficial flowei-s,  feathers  and  straw  goods  from  merchandise  to 
double  merchandise  rates.  After  notice  of  the  petition  had 
been  served  on  the  respondent  Express  Companies,  the  raerchan- 
jdise  rate  on  the  articles  named  was  restored. 
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No.  19. 
A.  E.  BUELL 

vs. 

CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

« 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Respondent. 

In  the  above  entitled  matter  the  petitioner  asks  the  Com- 
mission to  make  an  order  establishing  a  rate  of  passenger  fares 
over  lines  of  the  respondent  company  in  Wisconsin  of  two 
cents  per  mile. 

It  is  still  under  consideration^ 


No.  20. 
A.  E.  BUELL, 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY 

COMPANY 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  Petitioner. 

Burton  Hanson  and  C.  E.  Vroman,  for  Respondent. 

In  the  above  entitiled  matter  the  petitioner  asks  the  Com 
mission  to  make  an  order  establishing  a  rate  of  passenger  fare^ 
over  the  lines  of  the  respondent  company  in  Wisconsin  of  *tKt3 
cents  per  mile. 

It  is  still  under  consideration. 


No.  21. 
W.  L.  HOUSER 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  jNIINNEAPOLIS  AND 

OMAHA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

No  appearance  on  l>ehalf  of  Petitioner. 
Jas.  B.  Sheean,  for  Respondent. 

In  the  above  entitled   matter  the  petitioner  asks   the  Com- 
mission to  make  an  order  establishing  a  rate  of  passenger  fares 
7— R.  R. 
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over  the  lines  of  the  respondent  company  in  Wisconsin  of  two 
cents  per  mile. 
It  is  still  under  consideratioiL 


No.  23. 
W.  L.  HOUSER 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON  AND  QUINCY  RAILWAY  COM. 

PANY. 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  Petitioner. 

C.  M.  Dawes  and  Woodward  &  Leee,  for  Respondent 

In  the  above  entitled  matter  the  petiitioner  asks  the  Com- 
mission to  make  an  order  establishing  a  rate  of  passenger  fares 
over  the  lines  of  the  respondent  company  in  Wisconsin  of  two 
cents  per  mile. 

It  is  still  under  consideration. 


No.  23. 
W.  L.  HOUSER 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  Petitioner. 
Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Respondent. 

In  the  above  entitled  matter  the  petitioner  asks  the  Com- 
mission to  make  an  order  establishing  a  rate  of  passenger  fares 
over  the  lines  of  the  respondent  company  in  Wisconsin  of  two 
cents  per  mile. 

It  is  still  under  consideration. 
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No    24. 
SOUTHERN  WISCONSIN   CIIEBSEMEN'S  PROTECTIVE 
ASSOCIATION 
vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.    PAUL    RAILW^AY    COM- 
PANY, CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY AND  ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

John  Luclisinger  appearing  for  the  Petitioner. 
C.  E.  Vroman,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co. 
S.  A.  Lynde  for  Chicago  and  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  and 
Burr  W.  Jones  for  Illinois  Central  R.  R.  Co. 

Complaint  against  carriers  charging  excessive  ratos  on  cheese 
in  southwestern  Wisconsin;  also  excessive  and  discriminatory 
rates  on  lead  foil,  whey  butter,  paper  and  icing. 

Held,  (1)  That  the  existing  concentration  system  brings  advantages 
to  aU  the  parties  in  interest,  but  that  the  concentration  rates 
lack  uniformity  and  system,  and  that,  therefore,  a  new  schedule 
of  concentration  rates  should  be  adopted,  such  a  schedule  being 
herein  prescribed; 

(2)  That  the  existing  rates  on  cheese  from  concentration  points  to 
Milwaukee  are  excessive  and  should  be  reduced  in  accordance 
with  the  commodity  tariff  hereby  prescribed; 

(3)  That  carriers  shall  hereafter  bill  lead  foil  a'-3  lead  foil  and  not 
as  tin  foil,  and  charge  the  rates  applicable  to  lead  foil; 

(4)  That  existing  rates  on  whey  butter  are  excessive  and  that  this 
product  shall  be  lowered  from  the  sscond  class  bases  or  rates 
and   grouped   with  third   class   commodities; 

(5)  That  all  matters  connected  with  this  complaint,  not  otherwise 
disposed  of,  relate  to  interstate  commerce,  and  should  be  brought 
before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

The  petition  of  the  Southern  Wisconsin  Cheesemen's  Pro- 
tective Association  sets  forth  that  the  Association  is  a  cor- 
poration organized  under  the  laws  of  Wisconsin  and  that  one 
of  the  purposes  of  its  organization  is  the  promotion  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  cheese  producers  in  the  counties  of  Green,  La- 
fayette, Iowa  and  Dane,  as  well  as  other  portions  of  the  south- 
western part  of  the  State.  The  petition  sets  forth:  (1)  That 
a  large  part  of  the  cheese  produced  in  the  territory  in  question 
.is  shipped  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicagoi,  and  that  othor  parts  of 
the  product  are  shipped  to  distjnit  parts  of  the  United  States; 
and  that  in  putting  up  such  <.  heese  for  the  market  considerable 
amounts  of  lead  foil  are  used  for  wrapping  purposes  on  cer- 
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tain  grades  of  cheese,  some  of  which  is  shipped  from  Milwau- 
kee and  some  from  other  points,  and  that  the  rate  charged  on 
such  lead  foil  is  discriminatory,  excessive  and  unreasonable, 
and  that  a  material  reduction  should  be  made  in  such  rate  of 
charge.  (2)  That  considerable  quantities  of  manilla  paper 
are  used  in  wrapping  certain  kinds  of  cheese,  which  paper  is 
shipped  chiefly  from  manufacturing  points  in  the  Fox  River 
Valley,  and  that  the  rate  on  this  paper  is  excessive,  unreason- 
able and  discriminatory,  chiefly  because  of  the  violations  of 
the  long  and  short  haul  principle.  (3)  That  a  by-product 
of  cheese  known  as  whey  butter  is  made  at  factories  engaged 
in  the  business  of  making  Swiss  cheese;  that  this  whey  but- 
ter  is  a  cheap  article  commanding  about  the  same  price  in  the 
markets  as  lard,  whereas  the  rates  of  transportation  charged 
therefor  are  the  same  as  those  charged  for  the  transportation 
of  creamery  butter,  and  that  consequently  the  rates  charged 
for  the  transportation  of  such  by-product  are  excessive  and 
unreasonable,  and  that  a  material  reduction  should  be  made  in 
.such  charges.  (4)  That  the  rate  of  charge  for  the  trans- 
portation of  cheese  itself,  both  the  rate  for  concentration,  and 
the  rate  from  the  point  of  concentration  to  points  of  final 
destination,  is  excessive,  unreasonable  and  discriminatory,  and 
that  a  reduction  should  be  made.  (5)  That  icing  charges 
for  shipments  of  cheese,  when  it  is  necessary  to  ship  cheese 
in  refrigerator  cars,  are  excessive,  unreasonable  and  dis- 
criminatory and  lack  uniformity,  and  that  therefore  some  rea- 
sonable regulation  should  be  made  in  reference  thereto  and 
the  charge  therefor  materially  reduced. 

The  answers  of  the  three  respondent  Railway  Companies  fol- 
low substantially  the  same  lines  of  denial  as  follows : 

It  is  admitted  that  the  various  carriers  are  corporations  en- 
gaged to  do  business  as  public  carriers  in  that  part  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  in  which  the  complainant  association  has 
its  chief  membership ;  that  the  various  carriers  involved  in  the 
case  do  as  a  matter  of  fact  carry  large  quantities  of  such 
cheese,  foil,  paper,  etc.,  but  that  the  rates  charged  for  any  one 
or -all  of  these  articles  are  reasonable  and  just  and  that  no 
reductions  in  the  same  should  be  made.  With  respect  to  foil  • 
the  answers  set  forth  that  the  weight  of  the  foil  enters  into  the 
weight  of  the  cheese  when  it  is  sold  on  the  market,  and  that  in 
this  manner  the  manufacturers  of  choose  do  as  a  matter  of  fact 
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gain  an  excessive  profit  in  their  transactions  in  connection  with 
such  lead  foil,  and  that  therefore  the  complaint  does  not  rest 
upon  valid  grounds.  With  respect  to  whey  butter,  it  is  urged 
that  this  by-product  now  tak-es  the  same  rate  as  butter  and  lard, 
all  of  them  &rtanding  in  the  same  class  of  the  Western  Classifica- 
tion, and  that  consequently  no  discrimination  exists.  The 
answers  further  state  that  whey  butter  is  used  as  an  imitation 
of  or  substitute  for  lard  and  butter,  and  that  t^refore  the 
rates  upon  this  product  should  be  the  same  as  the  rates  on  lard. 
With  respect  to  icing,  it  is  denied  that  these  charges  are  ex- 
cessive, unreasonable  and  discriminatory,  and  that  they  lack 
uniformity.  With  respect  to  uniformity,  it  is  set  forth  that 
the  rule  of  uniformity  is  violated  in  only  one  instance,  and 
that  is  in  the  collection  of  icing  charges  in  transit,  which  vary 
with  weather  conditions  and  the  distance  through  which  the 
cheese  is  transported.  Where  the  distance  is  short,  or  when 
the  temperature  is  low,  no  icing  may  be  required,  and  that  to 
this  extent  the  lack  of  uniformllty  in  the  collection  of  icing 
charges  is  in  the  interest  of  the  shippers  who  would  otherwise, 
under  a  uniform  rule  of  icing  charges,  be  obliged  to  pay  for 
ice  irrespective  of  the  quantity  of  ice  consumed  in  making  the 
shipments. 

The  petition  of  the  Southern  Wisconsin  Cheesemen's  Pro- 
tective Association  was  filed  with  the  Commission  February 
10,  1906.  Two  informal  conferences  were  held  with  respect 
to  the  matters  in  dispute,  one  before  and  one  after  the  filing  of 
the  petition  namely,  February  7  and  21,  1906,  respect- 
tivtdy.  In  addition  a  member  of  the  Commission  visited  Mon- 
roe for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  manufacturers  and 
shippers  of  cheese  and  gaining  more  direct  personal  knowledge 
of  the  conditions  which  prevail  in  the  cheese  industry  in  that 
section  of  the  State.  The  formal  hearings  were  held  on  April 
30  and  May  24.  The  Cheesemen's  Protective  Association 
was  represented  by  John  Luchsinger,  and  the  respondent  Rail- 
way Companies  were  represented  as  follows:  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.,  by  Chas.  E.  Vroman;  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  by  S.  A.  Lynde  and  Illinois  Central  R.  R. 
Co.  by  Burr  W.  Jones. 

The  production  of  cheese  is  one  of  the  most  important  in- 
dustries in  the  State  of  Wisconsin ;  only  one  state  of  the  Union, 
New  York,  exceeds  Wisconsin  in  the  amount  of  cheese  pro- 
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auced.  Compared  with  its  riei^hboriiig  states,  Wisconsin  pro- 
duced annually  several  times  what  they  produce  collectively. 
The  quantities  of  cheese  shipped  from  single  stations  in  the  dis- 
trict from  which  this  petition  comes  exceed  the  entire  pro- 
duct of  many  other  states  in  this  part  of  the  Union.  The  rate 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  cheese  is  therefore  of  im- 
portance both  absolutely  and  relatively.  The  cheese  industry 
in  southwestern  Wisconsin  differs  s  .mewhat  from  the  cheese 
industry  in  other  parts  of  the  State,  notably  the  eastern  and 
northeastera.  With  minor  local  exceptions,  the  counties  in 
southwestern  Wisconsin  produce  various  kinds  of  Swiss 
cheese,  brick  and  linibnrger  cheese,  while  those  along  the 
shores  of  Lake  Michigan  produce  American  cheese.  For  the 
kinds  of  cheese  produc/d  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the 
State  it  is  the  greatest  di.^trict  in  the  country.  It  was  repre- 
sented at  the  hearings  that  Swiss  cheese  required  a  different 
kind  of  treatment  and  more  handling  subsequent  to  manu- 
facture than  Am  rican  cheese,  involving  three  months  or  more 
of  time  for  ripening,  etc.;  and  that  ** concentration"  was  in 
reality  st  ppage  in  transit  for  the  purpose  of  curing  the  cheese 
and  afl'ording  storage  facilities  which  the  average  manufac- 
turer in  the  territory'  of  the  petitioner  cannot  provide  at  his 
factory.  If  the  concentration  system,  in  its  conception,  iii- 
volved  the  idea  of  shipping  into  the  point  of  concentration 
in  less  than  carload  lots  and  out  of  the  point  of  concentration 
to  the  p  >int  of  final  consumption  in  carload  lots,  this  feature  of 
the  system  cannot  b.^  said  to  apply  to  southwestern  Wiscon- 
sin, for  the  reason  that  not  to  exceed  one-fourth  or  one-fifth 
of  the  concentrated  cheese  is  shipped  out  in  carload  lots. 
Generally  speaking,  therefore,  the  rate  on  cheese  produced  in 
Wisconsin  is  the  concentration  rate  plus  the  less  than  car- 
load rate  from  the  point  of  concentration  to  the  point  of  final 
destination.  This  general  rule  appears  to  apply  not  only  to 
the  southwestern  part  but  also  to  the  eastern  part  of  the 
State.  The  record  shows  that  even  in  the  American  cheese 
producing  districts  the  amount  of  cheese  which  is  shipped 
out  of  concentration  points  in  carload  lots  is  relatively 
small,  being  in  fact  only  a  fractional  part  of  the  total  product. 

Before  proceeding  farther  with  this  discussion  an  explana- 
tion should  be  made  of  the  concentration  system. 

The  concentration  system  was  instituted  in  Wisconsin  about 
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fifteen  years  ago.    Its  general  introduction,  however,  appears 
to  be  .of  much  more  recent  origin.    The  exact  circumstances  * 
under  which  the  system  arose  were  not  developed  during  the 
hearings,  nor  have  we  been  able  to  secure  definite  information 
from  other  sources.    As  the  term  *' concentration"  suggests, 
the  system  involves  the  collecting  or  gathering  of  cheese  at 
some  point  or  points  centrally  located  with  reference  to  the 
cheese  producing  and  marketing  areas.    At  such  central  or 
concentration  points  large  quantities  of  cheese  are  stored  in 
warehouses  to  be  sold  and  shipped  at  the  proper  turn  of  the 
market.    Ample  warehouse   and   refrigerator  facilities  have 
been  provided  at  Plymouth,  Sheboygan,  Appleton,  Qreen  Bay, 
Kiel  and  other  places.    The  concentration  system  has  also  de- 
veloped   a  large    number  of   local  markets,  each  having   its 
''boards,"  at  which  cheese  is  periodically  bought  and  sold. 
Such  boards  have  been  established  at  Muscoda,  Pond  du  Lac, 
Sheboygan,     Brillion,     Hortonville,     Marshfield,     eto.      While 
cheese  is  bought  and  sold  on  these  boards  it  is  not  actually 
brought  in  at  the  time  of  sale  or  preceding  the  date  of  sale, 
but  the  men  who  have  cheese  for  sale  appear  on  the  dairy 
boards  on  market  days  with  a  statement  of  the  number  of 
cheese  which  they  have  for  sale  and  then  the  bidding  begins 
^  on  the  part  of  the  competing  buyers  who  are  always  present 
on  market  days.     The  dairy  boards  thus  afford  the  seller  of 
cheese  strong  competition  among  buyers,  many  or  all  of  whom 
are,  to  some  extent  at  least,  also  speculators.    The  dairy  boards 
regarded  as  institutions  for  speculation  possess  all  the  ad- 
vantages and  disadvantages    of  the    speculative    system  gen- 
erally.    The  merits  and  demerits  of  the  speculative  system  as 
such  cannot  be  discussed  in  this  place.    From  what  we  could 
learn  of  the  system  of  concentration,  we  are  inclined  to  look 
upon  it  as  a  system  which  on  the  whole  brings  advantages  to 
the  producer,  to  the  dealer,  and  to  the  carrier.     The  producer 
gains  thereby  the  advantage  of  a  sensitive,  competitive  mar- 
ket ;  the  dealer  is  enabled  to  save  some  of  the  expense  of  stor- 
ing cheese  in  large  cities  as  a  result  of  the  greater  cheapness 
with  which  storage  and  refrigerator  facilities  can  be  provided 
in  the  smaller  towns.     The  carrier  in  Wisconsin  gains  in  the 
greater  control  which  it  can  exercise  over  the  through  and 
joint  rates  which  govern  the  shipment  of  a  greater  part  of  Wis- 
consin cheese  to  remote  points,  east,   south  and  west.     In   a 
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word,  the  concentration  system  brings  the  advantages  of  the 
Chicago  market  to  the  smaller  Wisconsin  towns  situated  with- 
in that  part  of  the  state  to  which  the  system  is  made  appli- 
cable. The  territory  in  which  concentration  has  been  estab- 
lished embraces  all  that  part  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  which 
lies  south  of  a  line  connecting  Green  Bay  and  La  Crosse. 
Any  railway  station  within  this  territory  can  be  made  a  concen- 
tration point.  The  rates  of  charge  for  the  transportation  of 
cheese  to  such  concentration  points  are  governed  in  part  by 
special  commodity  tariffs,  and  the  points  not  governed  by  spec- 
ial tariffs  are  governed  by  the  following  general  rules: 

(1)  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  G.  F.  D.  58169,  ef- 
fective July  8,  1901.  *'The  rates  on  cheese,  any  quantity,  for 
concentration  and  re-shipmcnt  via  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.,  between 
points  in  Wisconsin  (except  as  provided  for  above)  will  be 
obtained  as  follows:  Add  five  (5)  cents  per  hundred  pounds 
to  the  L.  C.  L.  rate  from  original  shipping  point  to  Milwaukee, 
and  deduct  therefrom  the  L.  C.  L.  rate  from  concentration 
point  to  Milwaukee,  way-billing  at  the  difference.  In  no  case 
shall  the  rate  for  concentration  and  re-shipment  be  less  than 

5  cents  per  hundred  jounds.'* 

(2)  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  G;  F.  D. 
918 — A,  effective  April  25,  1906.  *'To  obtain  rates  on  cheese, 
any  quantity,  for  concentration  and  reshipmcnt  via  the  C,  M. 

6  St.  P.  Ry.  between  points  in  Wisconsin:  Add  five  (5)  cents 
per  hundred  pounds  to  the  L.  C.  L.  rate  from  original  ship- 
ping point  to  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  deduct  therefrom  the 
L.  C.  L.  rate  from  concentration  point  to  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
way-billing  at  the  difference.  In  no  case  shall  the  rate  for  con- 
centration and  reshipment  be  less  than  5  cents  per  hundred 
pounds." 

(3)  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Coinpdny  Tariff  A — 7518, 
effective  September  16,  1902.  The  general  import  of  this 
tariff  was  summarized  in  the  testimony  by  the  assistant  gen- 
eral freight  agent  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  as 
follows : 

**  These  rates  are  substantially  one-half  the  regular  tariff 
with  a  minimum  of  five  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  From 
some  of  our  Dodgeville  branch  points  we  carry  rates  that  are 
even  less  than  one-half  the  tariff  to  Montieello  and  Monroe." 
A  notation  to  item  5  of  the  tariff  reads  as  follows: 
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** Cheese,  L.  C.  L.  for  reshipment.  (Applying  to  9  stations 
specified.)  In  no  case  must  these  rates,  added  to  the  rates 
from  Blanchardville,  Monticello,  Dodgeville,  or  Clarno,  to  ulti- 
mate destination  be  less  than  j^ocond  class  rates  from  oriprinal 
point  of  shipment  to  destination.'* 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  concentration  rates  to  a  con- 
eentratiwi  point,  excepting  to  some  extent  points  on  the  Illi- 
nois Central,  are  dependent  upon  the  L.  C.  L.  rate  to  Milwau- 
kee, and  that  concentration  rates  can  be  secured  by  the  shipper 
only  by  giving  to  the  railway  carrying  the  cheese  into  the*  con- 
centration point  at  least  an  equal  amount  of  cheese  for  ship- 
ment out  of  such  concentration  point. 

Another  feature  of  the  concentration  system,  and  one  which 
is  of  prime  importance,  is  that  concentration  points  take  Chi- 
cago rates  for  shipment  in  all  directions,  while  points  in  Wis- 
consin north  of  the  designated  Gr.  en  Bay  and  La  Crosse  line, 
lying  outside  of  the  concentration  district,  take  an  arbitrary 
above  the  Chicago  rate  of,  say,  5  or  7  cents,  depending  upon 
the  location  of  the  station.  It  was  stated  at  the  hearings,  how- 
ever, by  representatives  of  the  Railway  Companies,  that  as  soon 
as  the  occasion  of  the  establishment  of  the  concentration  sys- 
tem in  northern  Wisconsin  might  arise  as  a  result  of  the 
growth  of  the  dairy  industry  in  northern  Wisconsin,  the  rules 
and  rates  which  at  present  apply  in  southern  Wisconsin  would 
also  be  made  applicable  to  the  northern  part  of  the  state.  It 
is  obvious  that  under  the  concentration  system  Wisconsin 
points  gain  an  advantage  over  Chicago  equal  to  tho  distance 
from  such  points  to  Chicago,  in  shipment  to  southern  and 
southwestern  points  of  the  United  States,  while  they  bear  a 
corresponding  disadvantage  in  shipments  northwest  and  to 
North  Pacific  Coast  terminals.  Regarded  from  the  point  of 
view  of  tb?  entire  cheese  industry  in  Wisconsin,  the  concen- 
tration system  decentralizes  the  business,  in  that  it  saves  the 
necessity  of  storage  in,  and  shipment  from  Chicago  or  other 
large  cities  in  order  to  enjoy  the  advantages  of  through  and 
joint  rates  to  remote  points. 

The  concentration  system  as  described  above  is  developed 
most  completely  in  the  eastern  part  of  Wisconsin,  while  in  the 
southwestern  part  of  the  state,  from  which  the  present  peti- 
tion has  emanated,  the  system  is  only  partially  developed, 
in  that  it  lacks  the  features  of  capacious  local  cold  storage 
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houses  and  dairy  boards.  In  consequence  of  this,  great  quan- 
tities of  cheese  manufactured  in  southwestern  Wisconsin  must 
be  put  in  cold  storage  in  Chicago.  As  already  indicated,  cold 
storage  houses  can  be  constructed  and  operated  more  cheaply 
in  small  interior  towns  than  in  Chicago,  which  is  an  advantage 
which  the  cheese  makers  of  southwestern  Wisconsin  have  thus 
far  failed  to  appropriate  for  their  benefit.  Furthermore,  the 
failure  to  store  this  article  has  also  deprived  the  producers  and 
dealers  in  southwestern  Wisconsin  of  the  benefit  of  the  lower 
Chicago  rates  on  shipments  to  distant  points  to  which  the 
general  concentration  rule  of  extending  Chicago  rates  to  points 
like  Monroe  and  Mcnticello  entitles  them.  Hence,  it  follows 
that  a  part  of  the  petition  of  the  Southern  Wisconsin  Cheese- 
men's  Protective  Association  appears  to  rest  upon  the  lack  of 
enterprise  on  the  part  of  the  population  in  this  respect,  and  the 
complaint  regarding  the  rates  on  cheese  is  narrowed  down  to 
the  local  absolute  rate  between  Milwaukee  and  stations  in  the 
territory  embraced  in  the  Cheesemen*s  Protective  Association. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  all  concentration  rates  on  the  Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
Railway  Companies  are  ba^cd  upon  the  less  than  carload  rate 
to  Milwaukee,  which  will  be  discussed  presently. 

In  connection  with  the  petition  under  consideration  the  Com- 
mission made  extensive  compilations  of  rates  on  cheese,  em- 
bracing about  500  stations  on  the  three  respondent  Railway 
Companies'  lines.  These  tables  show:  (1)  The  through  rates 
and  distances  from  each  station  to  Milwaukee,  Chicago,  St. 
Paul,  Minneapolis  or  St.  Louis;  (2)  The  rates  and  distances 
to  concentration  points;  (3)  The  rate  from  the  concentration 
point  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago ;  (4)  The  sum  of  the  concen- 
tration rate  and  the  less  than  carload  and  carload  rates,  re- 
speetively,  from  the  concentration  point  to  Milwaukee  and 
Chicago;  (5)  The  rate  in  Iowa  for  the  same  distance;  (6)  The 
rate  in  Illinois  for  the  same  distance.  Similar  compilations 
were  made  by  the  Railway  Companies.  Since  both  the  Com- 
mission's and  the  companies'  tables  were  based  upon  published 
tariffs  there  could  be  no  difference  in  the  results,  except  such 
as  might  arise  from  differences  in  the  methods  pursued.  There 
was  found  to  be  only  one  possible  difference  in  the  method 
and  that  involved  the  question  whether  or  not  the  compara- 
tive rates  for  Iowa  and  Illinois  should  regard  the  two  ship- 
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ments  into  and  out  of  the  concentration  point  respectively,  as 
a  single  service  or  two  separate  services.  For  instance,  the 
distance  from  Ripon,  Wis.,  to  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  is  64  miles; 
Fond  du  Lac  to  Chicago  is  161  miles,  making  the  total  from 
Ripon  to  Chicago  via  Fond  du  Lac,  225  miles.  In  making  a 
comparison  of  the  rates  in  Iowa  and  Illinois,  should  the  ship- 
ments from  Ripon  to  Fond  du  Lac  and  Chicago  be  regarded 
as  a  single  service  or  two  services?  In  other  words,  is  the 
corresponding  Iowa  rate  the  single  rate  for  225  miles,  or  the 
combined  i-ate  for  64  miles  plus  the  rate  for  161  'miles?  In 
favor  of  the  former  position  it  may  be  argued  that  the  vital 
question  is  what  it  costs  to  get  the  ch:ese  to  market  in  the 
respective  state  under  the  conditions  existing  in  those  states, 
irrespective  of  differences  in  details  of  comparative  analyses. 
In  favor  of  the  latter  it  may  be  urged  that  a  distance  tariff 
for  a  single  rate  on,  say,  a  shipment  of  cheese  for  a. distance  of 
225  miles  contemplates  only  two  terminal  services,  while  the 
concentration  system  involves  four  such  terminal  services; 
hence,  the  Iowa  rate  corresponding  most  nearly  to  the  Wis- 
consin rate  used  in  the  present  illustration  is  the  rate  on  64 
miles  plus  the  rate  on  161  miles,  which  together  involve  four 
terminal  services,  analagous  to  the  service  performed  in  Wis- 
consin under  the  concentration  system. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  is  a  well  recognized  principle  that 
where  the  volume  of  traffic  is  large  rates  can  be  lower  than 
where  the  volume  of  traffic  is  small.  The  amount  of  cheese 
produced  in  Iowa  is  only  about  five  per  cent,  of  that  produced 
in  Wisconsin,  while  the  output  in  Illinois  is  only  about  ten 
per  cent,  of  the  output  in  Wisconsin ;  hence,  from  this  point 
of  view  the  rates  on  cheese  in  Wisconsin  should  bo  lower  than 
the  rates  on  cheese  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  or  any  other  state  except 
New  York. 

The  original  idea  of  the  concentration  system  was  to  cause 
the  cheese  to  move  continually  in  the  direction  of  its  final  des- 
tination, and  it  was  thought  that  the  concentration  rates  had 
been  so  adjusted  that  they  constituted  a  trough  or  depression, 
the  lowest  course  through  which  was  the  most  direct  route  to 
the  final  market.  In  practice,  the  concentration  system  did 
not  work  out  in  this  manner  for  it  frequently  causes  cheese 
to  move  away  from  the  market;  or  to  move  for  concentration 
in  the  most  circuitous  manner,  causing  superfluous  transports- 
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lion,  and  a  consequent  additional  burden  upon  cheese.  The 
testimony  in  this  case  brought  out  the  fact  that  cheese  was 
shipped  for  concentration  from  Muscoda,  in  Richland  county, 
to  Plymouth,  and  from  Monroe,  Wis.,  to  Watertown,  Wis.,  via 
Chicago.  These  are  extreme  cases,  but  the  Commission's  com- 
pilations of  rates  and  distances  show  that  the  total  distance 
through  which  cheese  is  shipped  from  the  point  of  origin  to 
the  concentration  point  and  then  to  Milwaukee  or  Chicago  is 
increased  on  the  average  from  aboat  25  to  50  per  cent.,  and 
that  the  sum  of  the  concentration  rate  and  the  rate  from  the 
point  of  concentration  to  Milwaukee  or  Chicago  is  generally  in 
excess  of  the  single  rate  which  the  cheese  would  bear  if  ship- 
ped directly  from  the  point  of  origin  to  Milwaukee  or  Chicago. 
This  would  be  a  fact  of  much  significance,  apparently  greatly 
increasing  the  burd-en  of  transportation  for  cheese,  were  it 
not  for  the  further  fact  that  according  to  the  testimony  only  a 
proportionately  small  part  of  the  total  output  of  cheese  in  Wis- 
consin is  shipped  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  as  points  of  final 
destination.  It  will  be  recalled  that  Wisconsin  concentration 
points  take  Chicago  rates,  and  hence,  what  additional  burden 
the  concentration  system  may  involve  in  the  form  of  greater 
distances  and  increased  aggregate  rates  applies  only  to  that 
part  of  the  cheese  which  is  shipped  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago 
for  storage  or  local  consumption.  It  is  only  fair  to  assume, 
what  the  record  in  the  case  tends  to  establish,  that  this  addi- 
tional burden  is  offset  by  the  undoubted  advantages  of  the  con- 
centration system  which  accrue  to  the  cheese  industry  of  Wis- 
consin as  a  whole. 

It  follows  from  what  has  been  stated  in  the  preceding  dis- 
cussion that  nothing  in  the  proceedings  of  this  case,  or  in  the 
independent  investigations  of  the  Commission,  warrants  us 
in  interfering  wth  the  principles  of  the  existing  concentration 
system  as  applied  to  cheese  in  Wisconsin.  Less  can  be  said 
r^arding  the  rates.  While  the  concentration  rates  are  in 
some  instances  excessively  low  they  are  in  other  instances  un- 
duly high.  The  concentration  rates  in  petitioner's  territory 
lack  system  and  bring  about  numerous  irregularities,  and  we 
believe  that  they  should  be  reconstructed.  No  witnesses  ap- 
peared who  could  definitely  establish  the  allegation  that  Wis- 
consin cheese  could  not  compete  successfully  with  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  and  Ohio  cheese  in  distant  markets  on  account 
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of  freight  rates  on  cheese  from  Wisconsin  points  to  such  mar- 
kets; while  several  statements  were  presented  to  the  effect 
that  Wisconsin  cheese  could  compete  in  these  markets.  Abil- 
ity to  compete,  however,  is  no  reliable  criterion  of  the  rea- 
sonableness of  a  particular  rate,  and  we  express  no  opinion 
upon  those  interstate  rates,  and  especially  reserve  that  part 
of  this  investigation  for  future  inquiry. 

The  case  is  somewhat  different  with  the  rates  on  cheese 
from  petitioner's  territory  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago,  only 
the  former  of  which  are,  of  course,  directly  within  the  juris- 
dietion  of  this  Commission. 

The  fact  was  alluded  to  in  the  hearings,  and  documents  on 
iSle  in  this  office  confirm  the  statement,  that  the  rates  on 
cheese  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  from  points  in  southwest- 
em  Wisconsin  were  materially  advanced  during  the  closing 
years  of  the  last  century.  In  addition,  the  expense  of  icing, 
which  had  theretofore  been  borne  by  the  carriers,  was  made 
special  charge  upon  the  transportation  of  cheese,  causing  a 
still  further  increase  in  the  rate. 

Immediately  after  the  organization  of  this  Commission,  sta- 
tistical investigations  relating  to  the  earnings  and  expenses  of 
railway  companies  doing  business  in  Wisconsin  were  begun, 
which  have  continued  until  the  present.  The  recent  hearings 
in  the  matter  of  passenger  fares  have  added  a  great  volume  of 
statistical  data,  which  together  with  what  had  previously  been 
compiled  by  this  Commission,  enables  us  to  form  a  fairly  ac- 
curate judgment  with  respect  to  the  profitableness  or  lack  of 
profitableness  of  the  rates  on  cheese  to  the  carriers.  We  have 
made  careful  analyses  of  the  cost  of  terminal  service  and 
of  the  cost  of  operation  in  different  branches  of  the  railway  ser- 
vice of  the  respondent  Companies.  While  such  statistics 
of  average  cost  as  well  as  their  distribution  among  different 
classes  of  freight  and  commodities  are  not  a  matter  of  exact 
mathematical  adjustment,  nor  do  we  believe  that  they  well  can 
be  made  such,  we  are  nevertheless  convinced  that  such  sta- 
tistics are  the  only  guide  that  can  be  provided  with  reference 
to  the  absolute  reasonableness  of  a  particular  rate  and  the 
profitableness  or  unprofitableness  of  the  same.  To  deny  this 
is  to  admit  that  no  measure  of  any  kind  whatsoever  can  be 
adopted  for  the  determination  of  the  remunerativeness  or  lack 
of  remunerativeness  of  a  particular  rate  and   to   assign   rate 
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making  and  every  intelligent  judgment  regarding  a  rate  to  the 
wide  <^d  wild  domain  of  conjecture.  This  may  be  generally  true 
today ;  we  fear  it  is  more  widely  true  than  rate  makers  would 
like  to  admit.  On  the  one  hand  the  income  account  of  the  rail- 
way companies ;  on  the  other  hand,  considerations  of  distance, 
value,  space,  weight,  competition,  clamor,  importunity,  peti- 
tion, demonstration,  threat,  reprisal,  revenge,  good  will,  favor- 
itism, chance,  tradition,  speculation,  metaphysical  generalities 
and  vague  notions  of  all  kinds  and  degrees  of  consciousness,— 
these  appear  to  be  the  only  admitted  guides  and  rules  for  the 
rate  maker.  This  Commission  has  been  unable  to  find  secure 
anchorage  in  any  one  or  more  or  all  of  these.  We  find  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  fall  back  upon  detailed  analyses  of  earnings 
and  expenses  and  interpret  these  in  the  light  of  as  many  of  the 
above  factors  in  rate  making  as  we  can  reduce  to  a  tangible 
basis.  In  saying  this  we  by  no  means  wish  to  'be  understood  as 
maintaining  that  the  cost  of  service  principle  is  the  only  prin- 
ciple of  rate  making.  Every  student  of  transportation,  as  well 
as  every  practical  railway  man,  knows  that  it  is  not.  How- 
ever, average  costs  and  average  rates  miust  run  in  lines  more  or 
less  parallel  purely  as  a  sound  business  policy. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  the  average  cost  of  the  service 
performed,  considering  separately  the  terminal  and  haulage 
services,  we  find  that  the  existing  rates  on  cheese  from  points  in 
southwestern  Wisconsin  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  yield  an 
unduly  high  profit  to  the  carriers.  Cheese  is  a  high  grade 
and  relatively  valuable  commodity,  and  it  should  therefore  bear 
a  rate  somewhat  higher  than  the  average  rate  which  would 
have  to  be  charged  on  the  total  traffic  in  order  to  cover  oper- 
ating expenses,  fixed  charges,  taxes,  dividends,  etc.  The  rule 
of  charging  what  the  traffic  will  bear  has  its  legitimate  field  of 
application,  but  it  is  not  the  only  rule  to  be  observed.  The 
question  must  be  asked  whether  cheese  shipped  out  of  the  peti- 
tioner's territory  does  not  bear  a  rate  from  concentration 
points  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  which  is  proportionately  too 
high,  especially  when  it  is  remembered  that  for  objects  of 
transportation  which  move  in  large  quantities,  like  cheese  in 
the  present  instance,  the  railways  customarily  make  a  com- 
modity rate.  About  thirty  million  pounds  of  cheese  were  pro- 
duced in  petitioner's  territory  during  1905,  and  of  this  fully 
one-third  was  produced  in  Green  county  alone.     We  therefore 
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answer  the  question  regarding  the  pivportionately  high  rate 
on  cheese  in  this  territor}'  in  tko  affirmative,  and  our  answer  is 
the  result  of  and  rests  upon  a  study  of  the  railway  statistics 
applicable  to  the  case. 

Before  proceeding  to  discuss  the  changes  in  the  rates  on 
cheese  which  we  believe  our  investigations  justify,  we  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  lack  of  harmony  in  the  existing  cheese 
schedules.  We  find  the  widest  variations  in  the  rates  charged 
for  equal  distances  and  per  hundred  pounds  per  mile.  Cheese 
is  concentrated  at  a  rate  of  five  cents  per  hundred  pounds  for 
distances  varjdng  from  8  to  48  miles;  a  rate  of  TY2  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  covers  distances  varying  from  6  to  73  miles; 
5V^  cents  for  6  miles;  10  cents  for  29  miles;  and  15  cents  for 
65  milcfl.  Some  of  the  results  are  due  to  the  application  of 
the  five  cent  minimum  rule  to  shipments  for  concentration  in 
a  direction  away  from  the  market;  and  others  apparently 
simply  ''happened"  that  way  as  the  tariff  schedule  '*growed." 
We  would  not  have  these  illustrations  misinterpreted;  it  is 
easy  to  find  fault  or  turn  things  into  ridicule,  especially 
when  one  is  dealing  with  so  complicated  an  arrangement  as 
the  existing  rate  schedules.  However,  we  believe  that  a  care- 
ful examination  of  the  existing  cheese  schedules  in  the  light 
of  our  statistical  data,  warrants  the  conclusion  that  thf^y  ha^e 
not  been  constructed  with  such  a  degree  of  skill  and  nicety  of 
adjustment  that  this  Cc-mmission  cannot  suggest  some  ad- 
vantageous modification.  We  realize  that  the  business  of  tha 
manufacture  and  sale  of  cheese  has  probably  accommodated 
itself  to  the  present  relation  of  rates  from  the  leading 
shipping  points  to  Milwaukee,  and  in  the  relation  of  these 
rates  we  shall  make  no  material  changes,  unless  further  inves- 
tigation should  convince  us  of  the  desirability  and  necessity 
of  doing  so.  It  does  not  appear  to  us  that  the  same  nee  ssity 
exists  for  the  establishment  of  group  rates  to  ^lilwaukee  over 
larger  areas  as  in  the  case  of  the  shipment  of  cheese  from  con- 
centration points  to  distant  parts  of  the  Union  which  we  dis- 
cussed above  in  connection  with  the  concentration  system  as 
a  whole.  The  cheese  producing  district  of  southwestern  Wis- 
consin forms  practically  a  closed  area  with  Green  county  as 
its  center  of  production,  separated  from  the  eastern  and  north- 
eastern Wisconsin  cheese  producing  area  by  a  dairy  zone  of 
Qcn^iderable  width,  devoted  almost  exclusively  to  creameriest 
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For  shipment  to  Atlantic,  Gulf  and  Pacific  points,  this  south- 
western domain  of  cheese  production  may  well  be  regarded 
as  a  sin.ule  unit,  which,  as  the  testimony  shows  the  railways 
actually  do,  or  are  willing  to  do,  by  granting  all  concentration 
points  located  therein  the  same  rates  that  are  charged  from 
Chicago  to  such  distant  points.  For  the  purpose  of  ship- 
ments to  Milwaukee,  smaller  groups  within  this  single  larger 
group,  each  having  its  own  group  rates,  have  in  the  past  been 
recognized.  Believing,  as  previously  stated,  that  business 
has  probably  become  adjusted  to  this  grouping,  the  Commis- 
sion has  I'ccognized  the  group  rating  principle  practically  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  is  applied  by  the  railways  today.  Ship- 
ments for  concentration  cover  such  short  distances  in  so  many 
different  directions  that  no  grouping  is  practicable  in  making 
concentration  rates. 

The  reports  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  show 
a  deficit  from  operation  in  Wisconsin.  We  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  make  a  detailed  analysis  of  the  accounts  of  the  Illinois 
Central,  such  as  we  have  made  of  the  accounts  of  the  other 
large  companies  doing  business  in  this  State.  For  this  rea- 
son we  are  constrained  to  exempt  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad 
Company  from  the  application  of  the  commodity  tariff  on 
cheese  herein  prescribed  for  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
I'aul  and  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  CompanicN',  ex- 
cept  in  so  far  as  the  company  sees  fit  to  voluntarily  comply 
with  the  order.  Naturally  the  Illinois  Central  will  adopt  the 
rates  of  its  competitors  at  competitive  points,  such  as  Monroe, 
which  are  also  heavy  cheese  shipping  points. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Commission's  concentration 
schedule  is  substaiitially  like  the  concentration  rates  at  pres- 
ent in  force  on  the  Illinois  Central,  and  for  the  sake  of  uni- 
formity in  concentration  rates  in  petitioner 's  territory,  we 
make  the  preserib.'d  concentration  rates  applicable  to  the  Illi- 
nois C' ntral  Railroad  Company. 

Coming  now  to  the  specific  basis  of  the  rates  prescribed 
herein,  from  points  in  the  petitioner's  territory  to  Milwaukee, 
we  may  say  that  we  have  re^^arded  chiefly,  although  not  ex- 
clusiveh',  the  risk  assumed  by  the  carrier,  the  value  of  the 
commodity,  the  volume  of  the  traffic,  competitive  conditions, 
and  the  cost  of  the  service.  Our  absolute  cost  of  service  fib- 
res, adopted   for  the   purposes   of  this   cheese  schedule,   for 
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tcrraiual  as  well  as  for  haulage  charges,  are  in  excess  of  the 
highest  figures  presented  by  any  one  of  the  large  companies 
in  the  State.  This  leaves  a  safe  margin  for  contingencies  of 
all  kinds.  The  rates  prescribed  herein  are  amply  suflScient  to 
cover  operating  expenses,  fixed  charges  and  reasonable  divi- 
dends on  the  Outstanding  capital  stock  of  the  companies.  We 
believe  it  only  fair  to  establish  a  rate  on  cheese  which  shall  in 
itself  yield  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of  net  return  to  the  carrier 
than  the  average,  for  the  reason  that  the  value  of  cheese  is 
somewhat  above  the  average  of  the  value  of  commodities  car- 
ried, and  that  some  other  commodity  less  valuable  and  less  able 
to  bear  a  like  rate  will  gain  a  corresponding  advantage  in  a 
lower  rate. 

It  is  our  determination  that  the  rates  given  in  the  following 
Commodity  Tariff  on  Cheese,  from  points  in  southwestern 
Wisconsin,  embracing  petitioner's  territory,  to  Milwaukee, 
are  fair  and  reasonable : 


COMMODITY  TARIFF  ON  CHEESE  FROM    POINTS    ON    THE    CHICAGO. 
MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  AND  CHICAGO  &  NOKTIIWRST- 

ERN   RAILWAY   IN   SOUTHWESTERN   WISCONSIN  TO   MILWArivEK. 
WISCONSIN. 

C.  M.  &  St.  P.  RY. 

Rate  In  cents  per  100  lbs. 
L.  C.  L.       C.  L> 

Belolt   , 25  17^2 

JanesYille    .". 25  17»^2 

Milton  Junction  «5  I7l-i 

Bdgerton    26  19 

Stoughton    26  10 

McFarland    86  If 

Madison    26  19 

Middleton    28  20 

Cross  Plains   28  20 

Black   Earth   29  20 

Mazomanle   29  23 

Sauk  City   80  21 

Prairie  du  Sac  '       30  21 

Arena    31  21 

Helena    si  21 

Spring  Green   31  21 

Lone  Rock   31  21 

Gotham    32  23 

Twin  Bluffs   82  22 

Richland  Center  32  22 

Avoca    ^  22 

Muscoda   33  22 

Blue  River   84  24 

Boscobel    84  24 

Wanzeka    84  24 

Bridgeport    86  2Q 
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25 

19 

25 

19 

25 

19 

25 

19 

25 

19 

27 

19 

25 

19 

25 

10 

28 

19 

28 

19 

28 

19 

28 

19 

80 

20 

30 

80 

20 

19 

30 

iO 

80 

20 

88 

22 

82 

8S 

32 

28 
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Prairie  du'  Chlen  

Hanover  Junction  

Oxford    

Brodhend    

Albany    

Montleello .* 

New  Glarus  

Juda    

Monroe 

Browntown    

rnii    

Soath  Wayne  

Gratiot    

Dunbarton    

Shu  Usburg 

Darlingrton    

Calamine    

Mineral   Point   

Belmont    

Mineral  Point  Crossing:  

Plattevllle   

C.  &  N.   W.   RY. 

Rate  In  cents  per  100  lbs. 
L.  C.  L.      C.  L 

Belolt   25  17% 

Afton    25  17% 

Janesville    25  17% 

Hanover   Jet    25  19 

Footvllle     28  19 

Magnolia    26  19 

Leydon     26  19 

Fellows    26  19 

BX-ansville    26  19 

Brooklyn    26  19 

Oregon    26  19 

Syene    26  19 

Madison    26  19 

Summit    28  20 

Verona    28  20 

Riley's    28  20 

KlevenviUe    29  80 

Mount    Horeb    29  20 

Blue  Mounds    29  20 

Barneveld    <•  SI  81 

Rldffeway    81  21 

Dodgeville   31  21 

Edmond     32  22 

Cobb    32  22 

Montfort    Jet 32  22' 

Montfort    82  22 

Preston    84  24 

Lancaster  Jet 34  24 

Stltzer  34  24 

Liberty    84  24 

Lancaster    84  24 

Fennimore    S4  24 

Werley    84  24 

Anderson's  Mills  84  M 

Woodman    , 94  H 
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33 

22 

82 

22 

83 

22 

32 

22 

84 

24 

81 

24 

84 

24 

84 

24 
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Li  vinfTston    

Rewey    

Leslie    

M-  M»rnl    Point   Crossing   

Ipswich    

Platteville    

Elmo     

Cuba  City   

Benton    

Strawbrldge    

This  Commission,  as  is  well  known,  has  no  jurisdiction  over 
interstate  rates.  The  rates  on  cheese  to  Chicago  are  more  im- 
portant to  producers  in  petitioner's  territory  than  tlje  rate  to 
Milwaukee.  It  is  a  well  established  custom  on  the  part  of  th-j 
carriers  to  charge  the  same  rate  from  the  various  points  in  peti- 
tioner's territory  to  Chicago  that  are  charged  to  Milwaukee.  The 
foregoing  schedule  was  constructed  with  this  in  view,  and  we 
recommend  that  the  respondent  carriers  apply  the  Milwaukee 
rates  also  to  Chicago. 

Prom  what  was  said  in  the  earlier  part  of  this  discussion,  with 
respect  to  the  practical  workings  of  the  present  general  concen- 
tration rules  in  petitioner's  territory,  it  follows  that  we  are  in 
favor  of  making  some  change  in  the  concentration  rates.  From 
such  facts  as  we  have  been  able  to  gather  we  conclude  that 
cheese  is  rarely  shipped  over  long  distances  for  concentration  in 
this  territory.  Every  attempt  to  make  the  existing  general  con- 
centration rules  work  out  systematically  and  equitably  in  all  cases 
has  failed.  We  have,  therefore,  concluded  to  suggest  a  distance 
tariff  for  concentration  in  this  territory.  The  shipments  for 
concentration  at  the  points  in  question  are  purely  local,  and  it  is 
difficult  to  conceive  of  a  situation  which  is  more  appropriate  for 
the  application  of  a  distance  tariff  than  this.  It  seems  that  if 
a  distance  tariff  ever  has  its  justification  the  adoption  of  a  dis- 
tance tariff  to  cover  shipments  for  concentration  in  this  territory 
can  be  amply  justified.  We  believe  that  the  application  of  this 
schedule  will  not,  to  any  material  extent,  disturb  existing  trade 
relations  and  that  it  will  work  with  fairness  to  both  the  rail- 
ways and  the  shippers.  We  have  concluded  to  prescribe  the  fol- 
lowing rates  for  concentration  at  points  in  petitioner's  terri- 
tory: 

RATES  FOR  CONCENTRATING  CHEESE  AT  ALL  POINTS  ENUMERATED 
IN  THE  COMMODITY  TARIFF  ON  CHEESE  GIVEN  ABOVE,  EMBRAC- 
ING THE  STATIONS  ON  THE  CHICAGO,   MILWAUKEE  ft  ST.   PAUL 
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railway,  chicago  &  northwestern  railway  and  illinois 
central  railway.  in  southwestern  wisconsin,  for  rb>. 
shipment  over  the  line  making  the  concentration  haul: 

Rate  in  cents 
Distance.                                                                                                         per  100  lbs. 

LeBS  than  6  miles  5.00 

From     5  miles  to     9V&  miles,  inclusive  5.25 

From    10  miles  to    12V2  miles,  inclusive  6.55 

From    13  miles  to    14>^  miles.  Inclusive  5.85 

From    15  miles  to    17^  miles,  inclusive 6-15 

From    18  miles  to    19H  miles,  inclusive  6.46 

From    20  miles  to    22^^  miles,  inclusive  , 6.75 

From    23  miles  to    2iVi  miles,  inclusive  7.06 

From    25  miles  to    29     miles,  inclusive  7.65 

From    90  miles  to    SA     mllc.<4.  Inclusive  8.25 

From    35  miles  to    39     miles,  inclusive  8.86 

From    40  miles  to    44      miles,  Inclusive  9.45 

From    45  miles  to    49      miles,  inclusive  10.05 

From    50  miles  to    54     miles,  Inclusive  10.66 

From    55  miles  to    50     miles,  inclusive  11.25 

From    60  miles  to    64     miles,  inclusive  11.85 

From    65  miles  to    69     miles.  Inclusive  12.45 

From    70  miles  to    74     miles,  inclusive  13.05 

From    75  miles  to    79     miles,  inclusive  13.66 

From    80  miles  to    84     miles,  inclusive  U-S6 

From    85  miles  to    89     miles.  Inclusive  14.85 

From    90  miles  to    94     miles,  inclusive  15.45 

From    95  miles  to    99     miles,  inclusive  16.05 

From  103  miles  to  109     miles,  inclusive  17.25 

From  110  miles  to  119     miles.  Inclusive  18.45 

From  120  miles  to  129     miles,  inclusive  19.65 

From  130  miles  to  139     miles,  inclusive  20.85 

From  140  miles  to  149     miles,  inclusive  22.05 

The  rates  prescribed  in  the  above  concentration  schedule  are 
conditioned  upon  that  part  of  the  present  general  rule  for  the 
concentration  of  cheese  which  gi'ants  concentration  rates  to 
cheese  which  is  reshipped  over  the  same  line  over  which  the  con- 
centration haul  is  made. 

These  concentration  rates  are  remunerative  in  themselves,  al- 
though they  are  less  so  than  the  rates  prescribed  from  these  con- 
centration points  to  ]\I.iiwaukee.  The  scliedule  has  been  drawn 
to  include  distances  up  to  150  miles.  The  average  distance  for 
concentratine:  cheese  in  this  territory  is  probably  less  than  30 
miles,  and,  if  we  are  correctly  informed,  generally  does  not  ex- 
ceed 50  miles. 

The  peculiar  situation  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  in  peti- 
tioner's territory  may  make  the  rigid  application  of  the  concen- 
tration schedule  of  rates  to  distances  over  that  line  of  road  im- 
practicable in  some  cases.  The  tariff,  as  given,  must  be  inter* 
preted  as  a  schedule  of  maximmn  rates  for  concejitro^tioji  in 
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southwestern  Wisconsm.  If,  in  order  to  meet  short  line  com- 
petition, or  for  any  other  reason,  the  carriers  choose  to  impose  a 
lower  rate  of  charge  than  that  specified  in  the  concentration 
schedule  nothing  in  this  decision  prevents  their  doing  so;  pro- 
vided all  such  rates  are  published  in  accordance  with  law. 

The  question  may  be  raised  as  to  the  expediency  of  prescrib- 
ing a  n'2w  schedule  of  concentration  rates  for  the  southwestern 
part  of  the  State,  without  also  makint^  it  applicable  to  every 
other  part,  especially  the  eastern  or  American  clxn^e  district. 
With  reference  to  this  (juestion  it  may  be  said  that  tho  south- 
western Wisconsin  cheese  district  is  a  unit  by  itself,  much  more 
distinctly  separated  from  other  cheese  territory  than  one  pro- 
ducing territory  of  any  kind  is  generally  seoarated  from  other 
territory  producing  the  same  commodity.  The  present  order  of 
this  Commission  relates  cn'y  to  conceutration  in  .the  territory 
under  consideration  and  shipments  out  of  this  territory  to  Mil- 
waukee, and  has  no  application  whatever  to  any  other  part  of  the 
State.  Furthermore,  before  the  hearing  on  this  case,  the  Com- 
mission sent  lettere  to  chet\->e  men  in  all  parts  of  AVisconsin,  ad- 
vising them  of  the  questions*  at  issue  and  inviting  them  to  be  pre- 
sent. Several  repres?ntatives  of  the  American  cheese  district 
attended  and  furnished  valuable  information,  and  there  was  no 
suggestion  from  any  one  in  the  American  cheese  district  or  else- 
where to  the  effect  that  prod  icei-s  and  dealers  in  that  district 
desired  to  be  made  parties  to  these  proceedings.  Consequently, 
this  Commission  raises  no  questions  at  this  time  with  reference 
to  the  situation  in  the  American  cheese  district.  So  far  as  these 
proceedings  are  concerned  the  chee«(^  prorlucing  territory  in 
eastern  Wisconsin  is  unaffected  thereby. 

The  rate  on  foil  was  the  original  cause  of  the  complaint  which 
led  to  the  present  proceedings.  Foil  is  used  in  packing  certain 
kinds  of  cheese  produced  in  southwestern  Wisconsin.  It  appears 
that  the  foil  thus  used  was  called  ''tin  foil*'  in  an  off-hand  man- 
ner by  the  ch«ese  makers  in  this  district,  the  most  of  whom  are 
Germans.  In  the  German  language  they  characterize  this  arti- 
cle simply  as  **lead,''  while  the  article  the  term  *'lead"  desig- 
nates is  lead  foil.  The  Official  Classification  places  both  lead 
foil  and  tin  foil  in  the  same  class,  namely,  3rd  class  for  less  than 
carload  lots,  and  4th  class  for  carload  lots.  In  the  Western 
Classification  tin  foil  stands  in  the  1st  class  and  lead  foil  in  the 
2nd  class.     Lead  foil  has  only  recently  been  introduced  as  a 
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6K3parate  item  into  the  Western  ClassifieatiOiJ.  It  was  brought 
out  at  the  hearings  that  for  ail  these  years  this  lead  foil  has  been 
shipped  as  tin  foil  and  at  the  correspondin.'j^iy  higher  rate,  due 
apparently  to  both  the  lack  of  information  on  the  part  of  the 
consignees  and  the  arbitrary  action  of  the  carriers.  The  follow- 
ing letter  introduced  into  the  record  illustrates  this: 

The  Conley  Foil  Company, 

Manufacturers, 
521  to  541  West  25th  Street^ 
New  York,  March  24,  1906. 
Mb.  C.  R.  Schepley, 

Monroe,  Wis. 
Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  21st.,  received,  and  in  re- 
ply we  write  to  say  that  we  cannot  ship  our  foil  as  lead  foil 
The  railroad  companies  insist  that  we  pay  Tin  Foil  rates  on 
every  thing  w-e  ship.  We  have  tried  it  many  time^  shipping  the 
Foil  as  Lead  Foil,  but  if  they  pass  it  at  this  end  they  simply 
come  back  at  the  customer  at  the  other  end.  We  will  not  forget 
£0  put  our  name  on  the  cases  as  you  suggest. 

Very  truly  yours, 
The  Conley  Foil  Company, 

L.  D.  Conley,  Secretary. 

Lead  and  tin  foil  being  in  the  same  class  in  Ofllcial  Territory, 
and  the  rate  on  both  being  consequently  the  same,  there  appears 
to  be  some  plausibility  of  an  excuse  on  the  part  of  the  eastern 
carriers,  although  the  practice  appears  to  us  to  be  indefensible 
even  in  Official  Territory.  We  can  think  of  no  excuse,  however, 
for  the  adoption  of  the  arbitrary  rule  of  the  eastern  carriers  by 
their  wesiem  connections,  in  direct  violation  of  the  Western 
Classification  to  which  they  are  subject.  The  difference  in  the 
rate  between  1st  and  2nd  class  between  Chicago  and  certain 
other  points  is  shown  below : 

Per    100  lbs.  L.  C  L. 
1st  class.  Sd.  class. 

Chlcaffo  to  Monroe,    Wis    8S%  33 

Chicago  to  Mineral   Point.   Wis   4«  38 

Chicago  to  Darlington,   Wis *8  W 

The  difference  between  1st  and  2nd  class  rates  as  shown  above 
is  the  amount  of  the  excess  which  consignees  have  been  paying 
whenever  lead  foil  has  been  shipped  as  tin  foil.     IVIore  than  this, 
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it  appears  that  shippers  in  southwestern  Wisconsin  have  also 
been  paying  tin  foil,  or  first  class,  rates  on  shipments  locally  for 
the  disrtribntion  of  foil  from  places  like  Monroe.  The  following 
table  shows  1st  and  2nd  class  rates  between  Monroe  and  other 
cheese  producing  points : 

Freight  rates  per  100  lbs.  L.  C.  L.  from  Monroe,  Wis. 

ist         «d 
^o  *  Miles,    class,  class. 

Juda    g.8  12  10 

Brodhead    15.3  18  IB 

Orfordville 21.6  20%  17 

Browntown     , 8.8  12  10 

South  Wayne   13.1  15  12 

Gratiot 22.6  20%  17 

Darlington     32.5  24%  20% 

Mineral    Point    47.6  29  23% 

From  the  rates  which  were  quoted  at  the  hearings  as  rates 
being  paid  by  shippers  of  lead  foil  in  this  territory  between  Mon- 
roe and  the  points  mentioned  in  the  above  table,  we  draw  the 
conclusion  that  these  local  shipments  have  been  made  at  1st  class 
rates,  or  the  rate  on  tin  foil. 

Our  attention  was  also  called  to  the  relatively  high  rates  from 
Chicago  to  Monroe,  Mineral  Point,  Darlington,  and  other  places, 
as  compared  with  the  rate  from  Chicago  to  East  St.  Louis.  The 
distance  from  Chicago  to  East  St.  Louis  via  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
Railway  is  280.6  miles;  the  distance  from  Chicago  to  IMonroe, 
Wis.,  via  the  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ey.,  is  132.9  miles,  and  via  Illinois 
Central  Railroad,  139  miles ;  the  distance  from  Chicago  to  Min- 
eral Point  is  180.5  miles,  and  Chicago  to  Darlington,  165.4  miles. 
The  rate  on  tin  foil  (not  lead  foil)  from  Chicacro  to  East  St. 
Louis  is  18  cents  per  100  lbs.,  while  the  rates  to  "Wisconsin  points 
on  lead  foil,  as  shown  above,  are  practically  double  the  East  St. 
Louis  rate,  while  the  distance  to  these  points  is  little  more  than 
one-half.  We  have  already  brought  the  matter  of  the  classdfica- 
tion  of  lead  foil,  and  the  rate  on  this  commodity  from  Chicago 
to  Monroe  and  other  points  to  the  attention  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

The  petition  with  reference  to  the  rate  on  foil  was  based  chiefly 
on  comparison  with  the  rate  on  nails  and  analagous  articles.  It 
is  true,  as  set  forth  in  the  original  complaint,  that  nails  and  lead 
foil  represent  approximately  the  same  amount  of  risk,  which  is 
«mall  in  both  cases.  Both  foil  and  nails  are  compact  and  heavy 
in  proportion  to  the  space  occupied,  and  the  difference  in  pric 
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between  the  two  is  not  remotely  equal  to  the  diffei*ences  in  their 
present  classification  and  rates.  However,  foil,  unlike  nails,  is 
Bold  with  a  commodity  in  connection  with  which  it  is  used;  the 
carrier  gets  the  price  of  transportation  on  foil  when  it  is  shipped 
to  the  cheese  factory  and  also  when  the  cheese  is  shipped  out, 
the  weicht  of  the  foil  entering  into  the  weight  of  the  chee!&e  upon 
which  llie  freight  is  paid.  Similarly,  the  cheese  manufacturer 
gets  the  price  of  cheese  for  the  foil  in  which  the  cheese  is  wrap- 
ped when  he  sells  it.  The  price  of  foil  was  stjxted  to  range  from 
5^  to  6  cents  a  pound;  sometimes  higher.  'I he  carload  rate  on 
foil  from  New  York  to  Chicago  and  Monroe  and  Darlington  is 
68  and  69  cents  per  100  lbs.,  respectively.  The  average  price 
of  the  cheese  sold  out  of  the  southwestern  Wisconsin  district 
during  1905,  according  to  the  state  census,  is  estimated  at  about 
10  cents  per  pound.  Assuming  that  the  average  cost  of  foil  to 
the  manufacturer  of  cheese,  including  freight  charges,  is,  accord- 
ing to  the  above,  7  cents  per  pound,  the  manufacturer  of  cheese 
makes  the  foil  pay  for  itself,  if  indeed  he  does  not  make  a  net 
profit  on  the  original  cost  of  the  foil  varying  from  several  to 
many  per  cent.  The  cheese  manufacturer's  transaction  in  foil 
is,  therefore,  not  an  unprofitable  one  even  at  the  existing  rates. 
Since  no  exact  mathematical  rule  exists  for  the  distribution  of 
the  agj>Tegate  cost  of  transportation  among  the  different  objects 
of  transportation  we  can  discover  no  adequate  ground,  all  things 
considered,  upon  which  the  existing  rate  on  foil  can  be  declared 
to  be  unreasonably  high  and  discriminatory.  No  doubt  the  rate 
on  foil  regarded  by  itself  as  an  isolated  problem  could  stand  a 
reduction,  but  only  at  the  expense  of  other  articles  which,  in  our 
judgment,  are  more  in  need  of  reduced  rates  than  foil.  It  is 
obvious  that  if  carriers  make  a  larger  profit  on  some  objects  of 
transportation  they  can  and  should  accept  a  smaller  profit  on 
others,  provided  that  the  profit  on  their  entire  business  is  fair 
and  reasonable.  Under  all  the  circumstances  in  this  case,  we  do 
not  believe  that  the  profit  to  the  carriers  on  the  transportation 
of  foil  is  excessive. 

Whey  butter  is  a  by-product  of  the  manufacture  of  cheese; 
for  every  7  to  10  pounds  of  cheese  one  pound  of  whey  butter  is 
produced.  One  of  the  respondent  railways  shipped  out  of  a 
single  station  during  1905  more  than  three  million  pounds  of 
cheese.  This  amount  of  cheese  atone  would  represent,  at  the 
above  proportions,  about  300,000  pounds  of  ^vhey  butter.    Since 
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the  estimated  amount  of  chee&3  produced  in  southwestern  Wis- 
consin is  many  millions  of  pounds,  it  follows  that  the  amount 
of  whey  butter  produced  reaches  considerable  proportions  and 
that  the  same  is  an  important  object  of  transportation.  The 
Western  Classification  makes  no  mention  of  whoy  butter  and  at 
present  it  is  classed  and  shipped  the  same  as  butter.  The  price 
of  butter  is  more  than  double  the  price  of  whey  butter,  and  it 
appears  to  us  that  this  like  treatment  in  the  classifit'ation  and 
the  rate  of  whey  butter  and  of  creamery  butter  is  a  disarimina- 
tion  against  whey  butter.  We,  therefore,  find  that  the  existin^j: 
rates  on  whey  butter  are  excessive,  and  liiat  the  present  classifi- 
cation is  unjust,  and  we  determine  that  whey  butter  should  be 
placed  in  the  3rd  class  of  the  We«iern  Classification. 

The  petition  with  reference  to  the  rate  on  paper  from  Fox 
River  points  to  cheese  producing  points  in  soutliwesteni  Wis- 
consin involved  the  violation  of  the  long  and  short  haul  prin- 
ciple. The  rate  from  Fox  River  points  to  ]\I(>nroe,  Wis.,  was 
18  cents  per  100  lbs.,  while  the  rate  from  the  same  points  to 
points  intermediate  between  Monroe  and  the  Fox  River  Valley 
was  29  cents  per  100  lbs.  When  the  attention  of  the  carriers 
was  called  to  these  rates  by  the  Commission  tliey  readjusted  the 
same,  and  this  part  of  the  petition  was  therefore  withdrawn  at 
the  opening  of  the  hearings. 

The  petition  regarding  icing  charges  has  reference  exclusively 
to  interstate  shipments  and  is  consequently  outside  of  our  juris- 
diction. We  have,  however,  called  the  attention  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  this  part  of  the  petition. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered:  (1)  That  the  Commodity  Tariff 
on  cheese  from  points  in  petitioner's  territory  to  jMilwaukee.  as 
given  above,  be  hereafter  applied  by  the  respondent  carriers,  ex- 
cept the  Illinois  Central,  on  all  shipments  from  said  points  to 
Milwaukee. 

(2)  That  the  Distance  Tariff  given  <ibove  for  the  concentra- 
tion of  chees:^  in  points  in  petitioner's  territory  on  the  respon- 
dent lines  be  made  applicable  to  all  shipments  for  concen- 
tration in  such  points. 

(3)  That  whey  butter  be  placed  in  the  3rd  class  of  the  West- 
em  Classification,  and  that  the  respondent  carriers  cease  charcring 
2nd  class  rates  on  whey  butter,  and  that  hereafter  they  charge 
only  3rd  class  rates  on  shipments  of  this  commodity. 
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(4)  That  the  respondent  carriers  eea.se  billing  lead  foil  as  tin 
foil  at  1st  class  rates,  and  that  hereafter  they  bill  lead  foil  as 
lead  foil,  charging  the  rates  prescribed  in  the  regularly  pub- 
lished tariffs  for  lead  foil  in  the  2nd  cla-ss  of  the  Western  Classi- 
fication. 

(5)  That  the  petition  with  reference  to  !rad  foil,  except  as 
provided  in  4  of  this  order,  be  dismissed. 

Dated  this  13th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 

HALFbRD  ErICKSON, 

Commissioners 


No    25. 
JOSEPH  CURTIS 

vs. 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petition  because  of  .the  failure  of  th-s  Railway  Company  to 
keep  open  and  warm  the  station  at  Brooklyn  for  the  train 
which  passes  through  that  village  about  7 :30  P.  M.  This  train 
is  well  patronized  at  Brooklyn  station,  many  worn,  n  and  child- 
ren, as  well  as  men  taking  it  to  Madison,  intermediate  points 
and  points  beyond,  all  of  whom  are  compelled  to  wait  for  said 
train  on  the  platform,  without  shelter  from  cold  and  inclement 
w^eather.  A  similar  petition  was  made  regarding  I^ondon  sta- 
tion. The  railway  at  once  made  arrangements  to  have  these 
stations  properly  heated  and  lighted,  and  to  have  some  one  on 
hand  to  take  care  of  the  baggage.  Thereupon  the  petition  waa 
withdrawn. 


No.  26. 

THE  COMMON  COUNCIL  OP  THE  CITY  OP 
GRAND  RAPIDS 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

See  Case  No.  8. 
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No.  27. 

COMMON  COUNCIL  OP  THE  CITY  OP  GRANU  KAPIDS 

vs. 
CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

See  Case  No.  8. 


No.  28 

COMMON  COUNCIL  OP  THE  CITY  OF  GRAND  RAPIDS 

vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COAIPANY. 

See  Case  No.  8. 


No.  29. 

A.  J.  PULLEN,  VILLAGE  PRESIDENT,  NORTH  FOND  DU 
LAC 

vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Husting  &  Husting,  for  Petitioner. 
Thomas  H.  Gill,  for  Respondent. 

Complaint  againsrt  Railway  Company  for  failure  to  construct 
and  maintain  a  station. 

Heldt  that  a  vi  lage  containing  a  population  of  about  two  thouE.3Jid 
people,  having  a  regularly  ccmstituted  and  independent  munici- 
pal organization,  an  independent  system  of  schools,  its  cwn 
waterworks,  sewer  system  and  streets,  and  doiag  the  vo  ume  of 
business  indicated  in  the  testimony,  is  entitlctl  to  station  facili- 
ties, even  though  It  is  situated  only  a  few  milos  from  a  larger 
city  with  which  it  is  connected  by  an  electric  railway. 

Ordered  tha't  the  respondent  Rai  way  Company  ca  ntruct,  equip  and 
maintain  a  suitab  e  station  at  a  convenient  point  in  said  viKag^e 
a:nid  stop  passenger  and  freight  ttains  thereat. 

Pursuant  to  a  petition  signed  by  about  thirty  citizens  and 
business  men  of  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac,  addressed 
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to  A.  J.  Pullen,  village  president,  requesting  this  official  **to 
make  one  more  attempt  and  a  vigorous  effort  to  bring  about  the 
establishment  of  a  passenger  and  freight  station  at  North  Pond 
da  JjSlc,  and  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Railroad  Commission 
of  Wisconsin,"  the  petition  of  A.  J.  Pullen  against  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company  was  filed  with  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Wisconsin  on  February  28,  190o'.  The  hear- 
ing on  the  case  was  held  in  the  offices  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion of  Wisconsin,  March  23,  1906.  The  petitioner  was  repre- 
sented by  Husting  &  Husting,  and  the  respondent  by  Thomas  H. 
Gill 

The  complaint  of  the  petitioner  sets  forth  in  substance  that 
the  petitioner  is  president  of  the  village  board  of  the  village  of 
North  Fond  du  Lac ;  that  the  said  village  is  located  on  the  line 
of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  between  the  cities  of  Fond 
du  Lac  and  Oshkosh,  and  that  numerous  trains  pass  over  said 
line  of  railway  and  through  said  village  in  each  direction ;  that 
the  volume  of  business  to  be  transacted  at  said  village  is  suffi- 
cient to  warrant  the  expense  of  stopping  trains  and  maintain- 
ing station  facilities,  and  that  the  convenience  of  the  inhabi- 
tants demands  such  accommodations;  that  the  village  has  a 
population  of  two  thousand  inhabitants;  that  it  has  thirty-eight 
business  houses  of  various  kinds  within  its  borders,  and  that 
there  is  immediately  tributary  to  it  a  large  rural  population, 
which  would  naturally  transact  business  at  the  village  provided 
adequate  accommodations  and  facilities  were  furnished;  that 
the  village  is  four  miles  from  the  nearest  railway  station  or 
depot ;  that  no  less  than  carload  freight  is  received  or  dis- 
charcod  at  the  village  by  the  Railway  Company,  nor  are  passen- 
gers dis'harged  at  the  said  village;  that  the  said  Railway  Com- 
pany has  been  requested  to  provide  depot  and  station  facilities, 
but  that  the  company,  unmindful  of  its  duty  and  obligations 
as  a  foinmon  carrier,  has  unlawfuUv  refused  to  do  so.  There- 
fore,  the  petitioner  prays  that  the  matters  and  things  set  forth 
in  his  petition  be  inquired  into  and  that  an  order  be  entered 
requiring  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  to  provide 
reasonable  and  adequate  depot  and  station  facilities  at  the  said 
village,  and  that  it  be  required  to  stop  a  reasonable  number  of 
trains  therrat,  and  to  receive  and  diseharge  passengers  and 
freight  at  said  village,  and  that  such  other  and  further  relief 
may  be  granted  as  may  bo  equitable  and  just. 
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The  answer  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company 
denies  that  it  is  four  miles  from  the  village  of  North  Fond  du 
Lac  to  the  nearest  station  or  depot  of  the  said  company;  that 
the  distance  fn.^m  the  south  limits  of  the  village  to  the  com- 
pany's depot  in  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  is  2.1  miles,  and  that 
from  the  same  point  to  the  center  of  the  village  the  distance  is 
two  and  three-quarters  miles,  and  that  to  the  northern  boun- 
dary line  of  the  village  the  distance  is  approximately  three 
and  one-half  miles.  The  answer  further  states  that  the  vil- 
lage has  been  built  up  around  the  shops  of  the  company  as  a 
nucleus  and  that  at  these  shops  a  large  expenditure  of  money 
is  incurred,  exceeding  in  amount  forty  thousand  dollars  per 
month;  that  the  amount  of  the  freight  traffic  to  or  from  the 
village  in  less-than-carload  lots  is  very  insignificant,  being  only 
about  40,C00  pounds  for  the  six  months  ending  February,  1906 ; 
that  car  load  shipments  can  now  be  made  to  the  village  and 
that  the  amount  of  such  shipments  is  considerable,  aggregat- 
ing nearly  five  million  pounds  during  the  said  six  months; 
that  a  regular  and  well  established  street  car  service  between 
all  points  in  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  and. the  center  of  the 
village,  both  ways,  is  in  operation  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  village,  and  that  they  are  substantially 
as  well  served  as  though  the  Railway  Company  had  established 
a  passenger  station  at  the  village  and  stopped  its  trains  there- 
at; that  there  is  substantially  no  freight  business  outside  of  the 
business  of  the  Kailway  Company  oriirinating  at  or  in  the  vicin- 
ity of  the  village,  and  that  almost  the  entire  traffic  for  persons 
living  in  and  adjacent  to  the  village  consists  of  freight  received 
for  use  or  consumption ;  that  the  surrounding  farming  region  is 
naturally  tributary  to  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac,  and  that  the  es- 
tablishment and  maintenance  of  a  station  in  the  village  would 
not  perceptibly  increare  the  volume  of  freight  forwarded  or 
received;  that  to  establish  and  maintain  a  freight  and  passen- 
ger station  at  the  village  would  be  a  source  of  large  expense 
entirely  beyond  the  needs,  necessities  or  reasonable  comfort 
and  convenience  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  village,  and  a  dis- 
tinct and  unreasonable  burden  upon  the  Railway  Company. 

At  the  hearing  statements  were  introduced  by  the  petitioner 
repre^senting  that  from  July  1,  1905,  to  January  1,  1906,  the 
businrss  men  of  North  Fond  du  Lac  had  received,  approxi- 
mately, five  million  pounds  of  freight.      Of  this  amount  1,212,- 
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680  pounds  was  freight  received  almost  exclusively  in  less 
than  carload  lots  by  dealers  in  merchaEdisc  of  various  kinds; 
3,478,500  pcunds  was  fuelj  195,800  pounds  was  freight  for 
hotel  purposes;  and  113,500  pounds  was  freight  for  saloon 
keepers.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  handled 
freight  at  its  freight  station  in  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  des- 
tined to  North  Fond  du  Lac  for  the  six  months  ending 
February  28,  1906,  as  follows:  Carload  shipments,  4,934  400 
pounds,  from  which  the  company  derived  a  revenue  of 
$1,897.91;  less  than  carload  shipments,  40,460  pounds,  from 
which  a  revenue  of  $113.42  was  derived.  The  petitioner  rep- 
resented that  the  less  than  carload  freight  handled  by  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company  at  its  station  in  Fond  du 
Lac  was  only  a  small  part  of  the  total  amount  of  less  than  car- 
load freight  received  by  merchants  and  others  in  the  village  of 
North  Fond  du  Lac,  who  received  shipments  also  over  the 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  and  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railways,  as  well  as  considerable  quantities  of  freight  pur- 
chased from  commission  merchants  and  others  in  the  city  of 
Fond  du  Lac.  The  estimated  total  of  over  1,000,000  pounds 
of  ]e:s  than  carload  freight  includes  all  commodities  received 
from  these  various  sources  by  dealers  in  merchandise  and 
proprietors  of  hf>tels  at  North  Fond  du  Lac,  while  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Company's  figures  embrace  only  that  portion 
of  this  tot^l  which  the  company  handled  through  its  freight 
hou?e  at  Fond  du  Lac  in  less  than  carload  lots. 

The  apparent  discrepancies  in  the  statements  of  distance  be- 
tween the  freight  station  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  at  Fond  du  Lac  and  the  village  of  North  Fond  du 
Lac  as  given  in  the  petition  and  answer,  respectively,  seem  to 
rest  upon  measurements  taken  over  different  routes.  The  dis- 
tance between  the  Wisconsin  Central  freight  house  and  the 
southern  limits  of  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac,  by  way 
of  Seymour  street,  is  12,560  feet,  and  between  the  same  points, 
by  way  of  the  Main  street  route,  the  distance  is  16,640  feet. 
From  the  Wisconsin  Central  freight  house  by  way  of  the  Main 
street  route,  to  Clinton  street  in  North  Fond  du  Lac,  the  dis- 
tance is  24,080  feet,  and  by  way  of  Seymour  street  the  dis- 
tance between  these  two  points  is  19,000  feet.  The  distance 
between  the  points  in  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  from  which 
freight  is  usually  carried,  to  points  in  the  village  of  North 
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Fond  du  Lac  to  which  freight  is  usually  carried,  seems  to  vary 
between  three  and  four  miles,  depending  upon  the  route  and 
terminal  points.  The  drayman  who  hauls  the  most  of  the 
freight  between  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  and  the  village  of 
North  Fond  du  Lac,  stated  that  it  takes  him  about  six  hours  to 
make  the  round  trip  in  the  usual  course  of  business;  that  at 
times  the  road  is  quite  impassable,  and  that  at  other  times  when 
the  road  is  in  good  condition  he  is  able  to  make  two  trips  in 
one  day.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  has  in  its 
permanent  employ  a  drayman  who  makes  two  trips  per  day 
quite  regularly.  The  cost  for  handling  heavy  freight  between 
the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac  and  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac 
is  ten  cents  per  hundred  pounds;  for  boxes  the  charge  varies 
between  five  and  twenty-five  cents;  for  packages  and  parcels 
of  a  miscellaneous  character,  for  different  people,  the  ohnr^c 
varies  with  the  particular  service ;  for  trunks  a  charge  of  fifty 
cents  is  made.  This  drayage  charge  is  felt  as  a  serious  finan- 
cial burden  by  the  local  merchants  in  North  Fond  du  Lac ;  be- 
sides there  is  risk  and  loss  attended  upon  the  storage  and  con- 
veyance of  perishable  goods,  such  as  vegcftables,  fish,  meat,  etc., 
during  the  extreme  cold  of  winter  and  heat  of  summer.  The 
merchants  of  North  Fond  du  Lac  assert  that  they  are  practi- 
cally prevented  from  buying  in  the  best  markets  and  having 
their  goods  shipped  directly  to  them  by  rail  because  of  the 
additional  charge  and  risk  involved  in  the  conveyance  of  goods 
from  the  city  to  the  village. 

With  respect  to  the  probable  cost  of  a  railway  station  suit- 
able for  a  village  like  North  Fond  du  Lac,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  general  plans  adopted  for  works  of  this  nature,  the 
Railway  Company  maintained  that  the  construction  of  a  suit- 
able station  would  involve  a  total  outlay  of  $4,841.25.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  so-called  *' standard''  plans  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  were  adopted  about  two  years  ago, 
and  that  since  their  adoption  no  station  has  been  built  on  the 
lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  in  accord- 
ance with  these  plans.  The  petitioner  had  secured  estimates 
of  the  probable  cost  of  a  station  regarded  as  suitable  for  the 
village,  and  found  that  such  a  station  building  would  cost  from 
$1,200  to  $1,500.  The  actual  outlay  for  the  construction  and 
equipment  of  a  suitable  station  building  at  Nortb  Fond  duLac 
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is  therefore  dependant  upon  the  particular  kind  of  structure 
to  be  erected. 

The  petitioner  also  emphasized  the  great  inconvenience  and 
expense  connected  with  the  niovement  of  passengers  from  and 
to  North  Fond  du  Lac.  Passengers  desiring  to  leave  the  city 
of  Fond  du  Lac  on  early  trains,  it  was  asserted,  are  compelled 
to  send  their  trunks  on  the  preceding  day  at  an  expense  of 
fifty  cents  each;  they  are  obliged  to  take  the  five  o'clock  car 
rather  than  the  six  o'clock  car,  running  between  the  village 
and  city,  because  of  the  possibility  of  irregularity  in  the  run- 
ning of  the  shop  cars.  Passengers  arriving  at  Fond  du  Lac  0:1 
the  late  evening  trains  from  the  south  frequently  miss  the  last 
electric  car  to  North  Fond  du  Lac,  because  of  the  very  small 
margin  of  time  which  remains  even  if  the  steam  railway  train 
is  on  time,  which,  it  is  said,  is  rare'y  the  case.  It  appears 
that  electric  cars  nm  between  the  village  and  city  once  every 
hour  during  the  early  and  late  hours  of  the  day;  at  intervals 
of  thirty  minutes  for  certain  other  hours  and  at  intervals 
of  twenty  minutes  during  the  busiest  hours  of  the  day.  But  the 
electric  car  service,  at  best,  the  petitioners  claim,  does  not  afford 
the  population  of  the  village  those  facilities  to  which  they  are 
by  rijrht  entitled.  It  was  stated  that  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western Railway  Company  stops  four  trains  daily  at  North 
Fond  du  Lac  to  take  on  or  let  off  passion prei's.  The  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  tracks  are  situated  between  the  tracks  of  the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  shore  of  Lake 
Winnebago,  and  are  thus  less  accessible  to  the  inhabitants  of 
North  Pond  du  Lac  than  the  tracks  of  the  Wisconsin  Central. 

r'utting  aside  all  minor  considerations,  and  all  statements  of 
lact  which  may  be  of  doubtful  accuracy,  the  important  fact 
still  remains  that  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lao  contains 
a  population  of  about  two  thousjind  people,  having  a  regularly 
constituted  and  independent  municipal  organization,  an  inde- 
pendent system  of  schools,  and  its  own  waterworks,  sewer  sys- 
tem, and  streets.  That  the  village  is  growing  northward  and 
w/»stward,  that  it  is  surrounded  by  a  well  settled,  fertile 
farming  territory,  that  certain  industries  may  be  developed 
within  the  borders  of  the  village,  that  the  officers  of  the  town 
of  Friendship  have  joined  the  petitioner  in  praying  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  station  at  North  Fond  du  Lac.  are  all  consid- 
erations which  may  well  be  kept  in  view  when  judging  of  the 
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merits  of  the  petition  under  consideration.  This  immediate 
population  of  two  thousand  people  must  be  fed  and  clothed, 
and  all  things  needed  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  wants  of  the 
people  must  at  present  be  brought  to  them  from  without, 
chiefly  from  localities  three  or  more  miles  away,  over  a  road 
which  is  probably  below  the  average  quality  of  country  roads, 
and  at  a  cost  which  is  felt  as  a  serious  burden  by  the  merchants 
of  the  village.  Within  and  on  the  borders  of  this  village  there 
are  railway  tracks,  upon  which  numerous  trains  move  daily  in 
both  directions.  Many  villages  containing  only  a  fractional 
part  of  the  population  of  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac  and 
being  located  not  as  far  or  no  farther  from  other  stations,  have 
station  facilities  of  which  the  population  of  North  Fond  du 
Lac  is  still  deprived. '  Numerous  trains  stop  for  the  conven- 
ience of  passengers  within  and  near  the  boundaries  of  the  city 
of  Milwaukee  other  than  at  terminal  stations;  there  are  also 
stations  at  South  Oshkosh  near  the  main  static  n  in  the  city  of 
Oshkosh;  at  Itasca  near  the  city  of  Superior,  at  the  ore  docks 
near  the  city  of  Ashland;  at  the  railway  shops  near  the  city 
of  Chippewa  Falls ;  at  South  Stevens  Point  near  the  station  in 
the  city  of  Stevens  Point;  and  similar  illu??trations  could 
doubtless  be  multiplied  indefinitely.  While  illustrations  like 
thes.^,  chosen  at  random,  prove  nothing,  they  nevertheless  throw 
some  light  upon  the  peculiarity  of  the  situation  at  North  Fond 
du  Lac.  We  doubt  whether  it  is  possible  to  find  anywhere 
within  the  State  of  Wisconsin  a  population  half  as  large  as 
that  of  North  Fond  du  Lac  which  is  still  lacking  the  facilities 
for  which  the  inhabitants  of  that  villag.^  have  petitioned  this 
Commission.  Section  3  of  chapter  3G2,  Laws  of  Wisconsin  for 
1905,  provides  that  **  every  railroad  is  hereby  required  to 
furnish  reasonably  adequate  service  and  facilities.''  It  is  our 
judgment  and  determination  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  Rail- 
way Company  does  not  provide  '* reasonably  adequate  service 
and  facilities"  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  of  North  Fond 
du  Lac,  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  said  Railwiiy  Company  to 
provide  station  facilities  and  to  receive  and  discharge  freight 
and  passengers. 

TiipEFore,  It  Is  Ordered  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  Rail- 
way   Company    constnict,    equip    and    maintain,    a    suitable 
passenger  and  freight  depot  at  a  convenient  point  in  the  village 
^— R.  Bf. 
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of  North  Pond  du  Lac,  between  Harrison  street  on  the  south 
and  Clinton  street  on  the  north,  and  maintain  an  agent  there- 
at; and  that  said  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  stop 
its  trains  at  said  place  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers  and 
freight.  If  a  different  location  is  agreed  upon  between  the 
Railway  Company  and  the  village  board  such  location  will  be 
appmved  by  the  Commission. 

A  period  of  ninety  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  this 
order  will  be  considered  a  reasonable  time  within  which  to 
eomply  with  its  terms. 

Dated  this  26th  day  of  March,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Coinmissioners. 


No.  30. 
A.  J.  PULLEN 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  On  Rehear- 

iug. 

On  the  rehearing  of  this  case  the  arguments  of  the  Railway 
Company  were  restricted  to  a  smaller  number  of  points  than 
those  embraced  in  its  petition  for  a  rehearing;  namely,  that  the 
order  of  the  Commission  previously  issued  is  indefinite  and 
uncertain  regarding  the  location  of  the  station  and  the  trains 
to  be  stopped. 

A  supplementary  order  was  issued  definitely  locating  the 
station  and  designating  the  trains  to  be  stopped. 

A  decision  was  filed  in  the  above  entitled  proceeding  on 
March  26,  1906.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company 
on  March  31  filed  a  petition  for  a  modification  of  the  or- 
der made-  by  the  Commission  in  the  proceeding.  The  petition 
so  filed  recit;d  in  substance:  (1)  That  a  compliance  with  the 
order  of  the  Commission  would  deprive  the  respondent  of  its 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  and-  that  the  decision 
would  be  confiscatory  if  carried  into  effect.  (2)  That  the  or- 
der of  the  Commission  was  vague,  indefinite  nnd  unc6/rtain  ix\ 
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that  it  did  not  undertake  to  define  and  prescribe  what  would 
be  a  suitable  passenger  and  freight  depot  for  the  Railway  Com- 
pany to  construct  at  North  Pond  du  Lac.  (3)  That  the  order 
was  indefinite  and  uncertain  in  that  it  failed  to  specify  the 
exaxjt  point  where  the  proposed  depot  should  be  located.  (4) 
That  the  order  was  indefinite  and  uncertain  in  that  it  did  not 
designate  what  freight  trains  should  stop  at  North  Fond  du 
Lac  to  receive  and  discharge  freight  and  what  passenger  trains 
should  stop  thereat  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers. 

The  petition  further  recited  that  it  was  {ho  intention  of  \ho 
respondent  to  endeavor  as  far  as  might  be  reasonable  and  just 
to  comply  with  the  decision  ana  orucr  oi  liio  couimuabiv^a,  Uuc 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  respondent  believed  that  to  do  so 
would  create  a  serious  drain  upon  its  revenues  over  and  above 
the  receipts  derived  from  passenger  and  freight  traffic  at  the 
station  established,  it  desired  a  review  and  modification  of  the 
order  made  so  as  to  require  the  respondent  to  maintain  and  op- 
erate the  station  only  for  a  period  of  a  year  so  that  if  at  the  end 
of  said  year  the  receipts  of  said  station  should  not  reasonably 
compensate  the  respondent  for  the  service  given  it  might  be  at 
liberty  to  apply  for  a  modification  of  the  order  complained  of, 
80  as  to  permit  the  respondent  to  discontinue  the  operation  or 
mnintcnanoe  of  a  station  at  said  village.  A  rehearing  was 
asked  for  on  the  various  points  raised  in  the  petition  as  above 
enumerated. 

Pursuant  to  such  petition,  a  rehearing  was  ordered,  at 
which  the  parties  in  interest  were  present.  At  such  hearing 
the  point  was  not  urged  by  the  respondent  that  the  order  made 
by  the  Commission  was  confiscatory  and  would  result  in  de- 
priving it  of  its  property  without  due  process  of  law.  The 
questions  argued  related  to  the  location  of  the  proposed  de- 
pot, and  the  number  of  passenger  trains  that  should  be  re- 
quired to  stop  at  such  dopot  to  receive  and  discharge  passen- 
gers. Three  different  locations  were  discussed  as  being  feas- 
ible. The  situation  at  North  Fond  du  Lac  as  far  as  the  lo- 
cation of  a  depot  is  concerned  is  somewhat  peculiar.  The 
main  track  runs  generally  in  a  nearly  north  and  south  direc- 
tion. The  line  of  the  Chirajro  &  Northwestern  Railway  Com- 
pany lies  to  the  east  of  thv.t  of  tlie  Wisr^onsin  Central  Rail- 
way  Company  and  about  fifty  f(  et  distant  therefrom.  To  the 
west  of  the  main  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  is  lo- 
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cated  the  machine  shop,  paint  shop,  mill  building,  car  repair 
shop,  round-house,  and  other  structures,  built  for  convenience 
in  the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  company.  The  main 
shops  of  the  company  are  located  at  this  point,  and  branching 
out  from  the  main  line  of  the  road  there  is  a  net  work  of  side 
tracks  and  switch  tracks,  used  for  storing  cars,  and  reaching 
the  coal  sheds,  round-house,  machine  shop,  and  other  buildings. 
The  yard  is  somewhat  elliptical  in  form,  and  the  village  of 
North  Pond  du  Lac  lies  to  the  west  of  the  ground  above  de- 
scribed. The  main  highway  between  Oshkosh  and  Fond  du 
Lac  crosses  the  tracks  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany at  the  south  end  of  the  village  and  is  known  as  Lake 
Shore  Drive.  Prom  this  point  the  yard  extends  very  nearly 
a  mile  in  a  northerly  direction  and  adjacent  to  the  main  track 
of  the  respondent  Railway  Company. 

One  of  the  points  under  consideration  for  the  location  of  a 
depot  was  adjacent  to  the  point  of  intersection  between  Lake 
Shore  Drive  and  the  main  line  of  the  road.  The  second  point 
under  consideration  was  a  location  that  would  be  adjacent  to 
Polk  street  if  the  same  were  extended  in  an  easterly  direction 
so  as  to  intersect  the  tracks  of  the  respondent  road.  The  third 
point  under  consideration  was  a  location  adjacent  to  the  point 
where  Clinton  street  if  extended  in  an  easterly  direction 
would  intersect  the  line  of  the  respondent  railway. 

The  Railway  Company  offered  no  objection  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  depot  adjacent  to  Lake  Shore  Drive.  The  objections 
raised  to  this  location  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  of  North 
Pond  du  Lac  were  the  following:  (1)  That  the  point  in  ques- 
tion was  almost  at  the  extreme  southern  limit  of  the  village; 
that  there  was  no  opportunity  for  the  villajre  to  grow  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  depot  on  account  of  the  low  character  of  the  land 
in  that  vicinity,  and  that  thehighway  by  which  the  same  could 
be  reached  wa5?  somewhat  circuitous,  and  the  distance  from  the 
depot  to  the  main  part  of  the  village  was  unreasonably  great. 
(2)  That  in  order  to  reach  such  depot  it  would  be  necessary  to 
pass  over  at  least  two  switch  tracks  on  which  a  very  large 
amount  of  switching  was  done,  and  that  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  a  flagman  was  stationed  at  such  highway  crossing  it 
was  nevertheless  dangerous. 

The  inhabitants  of  the  village  asked  that  a  station  be  estab- 
lished along  the  line  of  the  road  adjacent  to  where  Polk  street 
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would  inters.ect  the  jgame  if  it  were  extended  across  the  yard  of 
the  respondent  company  to  its  tracks.  The  respondent  Raifway 
Company  objected  to  this  location  on  the  following  grounds: 
(1)  That  the  extension  of  such  highway  would  deprive  it  of 
yard  room  which  it  needed  for  the  transaction  of  its  business; 
that  it  was  contemplating  increasing  the  size  of  its  machine  shop 
and  other  buildings  so  as  to  take  care  of  the  increased  work  that 
would  become  necessary  by  reason  of  the  extension  of  its  lines, 
and  that  it  needed  all  the  yard  room  it  had  in  order  to  conven- 
iently transact  its  business.  (2)  That  if  the  depot  were  located 
at  such  point  it  could  not  be  placed  adjacent  to  the  main  track 
for  the  reason  that  there  are  three  other  side  tracks  paralleling 
the  main  track  at  this  point,  lying  to  the  west  thereof,  which 
are  located  so  close  together  that  it  would  be  impracticable  to 
place  a  depot  building  between  them.  (3)  That  the  only  loca- 
tion at  this  point  available  would  necessitate  the  crossing  of  one 
switch  track,  over  which  there  was  a  large  number  of  engines 
and  trains  passing,  in  order  to  get  to  the  depot  building,  and 
aside  from  this  that  the  business  could  not  be  conveniently  trans- 
acted at  a  depot  so  located,  because  passengers  would  be  obliged 
to  cross  over  three  side  tracks  to  get  from  the  -depot  to  the  main 
track,  and  freight  and  baggage  would  likewise  have  to  be  carted 
back  and  forth  over  three  side  tracks  in  order  to'  reach  the  depot 
from  the  main  track  or  the  main  track  from  the  depot  as  so 
located. 

The  third  location  under  consideration  was  that  adjacent  to 
Clinton  street  as  extended  eastward.  This  location  was  satis- 
factory to  the  Railway  Company  but  apparently  not  to  the  in- 
habitants of  the  village.  A  depot  located  at  this  point  could  be 
placed  on  the  v/est  side  of  the  track,  so  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary,  to  cross  over  any  switch  track  in  order  to  reach  the 
same  from  the  village,  excepting  a  temporary  pit  track  which 
does  not  appear  to  be  in  use  and  which  the  Eailway  Company 
said  it  would  remove.  The  objections  raised  to  this  location 
by  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  were  two  in  number.  It  was 
claimed,  first,  that  the  distance  to  the  depot  so  located  would  be 
too  groat  from  the  business  portion  of  the  village;  and  also  that 
the  extension  of  Clinton  street  to  such  depot  would  necessitate 
the  erection  of  a  bridge  over  a  ravine  that  would  be  somewhat 
expensiva 
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In  this  connection  it  might  be  said  that  the  distance  between 
Clintrm  street  and  Polk  street  is  about  1,025  feet.  The  prin- 
cipal business  street  seems  to  be  Wisconsin  avenue.  While  a 
party  desiring  to  reach  the  depot  from  the  south  side  of  Polk 
street  would  have  to  travel  1,025  feet  farther  north  to  reach  the 
depot  at  the  Clinton  street  location  than  at  the  Polk  street  loca- 
tion, he  would  have  to  travel  substantially  425  feet  farther  east 
to  reach  the  depot  at  the  Poik  street  location  than  at  the  Clinton 
street  location,  so  that  the  only  difference  in  distance  between 
the  two  locations  would  be  about  600  feet.  This  difference 
would  exist  only  as  to  travel  coming  from  the  south  of  Polk 
street,  and  this  difference  we  regard  as  altogether  too  incon- 
siderable to  merit  serious  consideration.  The  matter  of  the  ex- 
pense of  getting  a  passable  highway  to  the  Clinton  street  location 
at  a  reasonable  expense  raises  a  diff'erent  question.  We  have 
no  definite  figures  as  to  what  the  expense  of  building  the  bridge 
over  the  ravine  would  be  if  Clinton  street  were  extended  to  the 
main  track  of  the  respondent  company.  It  is  certain  that  quite  a 
little  expense  would  have  to  be  incurred  in  order  to  extend  Polk 
street  to  the  location  desired  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  village. 
The  expense  would  probably  be  not  as  great,  however,  as  would 
be  attendant  upon  the  extension  of  Clinton  street. 

We  have  not  been  inclined  to  look  with  favor  upon  the  Polk 
tftreet  location  for  various  reasons.  In  the  first  place  we  con- 
sider it  advisable  to  avoid  crossing  over  switch  tracks  in  order 
to  reach  a  depot,  where  the  dangers  attendant  upon  such  a  cross- 
ing can  be  reasonably  avoided.  In  the  next  place,  we  think  a 
depot  located  in  a  village  of  the  size  of  North  Fond  du  Lac  that 
was  80  located  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  pass  over  three 
side  tracks  over  which  there  was  a  large  amount  of  switching 
done,  to  reach  a  train  from  the  depot  or  vice  versa  would  not 
only  be  a  source  of  danger  to  persons  getting  on  and  off  trains, 
but  would  be  a  great  inconvenience  in  che  handling  of  baggage 
and  freight;  and,  lastly,  the  location  of  a  depot  at  this  point 
might  very  well  deprive  the  Rail w- ay  Company  of  the  use  of 
grounds  that  are  and  will  be  otherwise  needed  in  the  transac- 
tion of  its  business.  North  Fond  du  Lac  is  a  division  point,  con- 
taining the  shops  of  the  company,  where  large  numbers  of  its 
cars  are  stored,  where  cars  and  engines  are  bi-ought  for  repairs, 
and  where  a  great  deal  of  sw^itching  is  necessarily  done.  The 
extension  of  the  lines  of  the  respondent  company  will  undoubt- 
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edly  necessitate  the  use  of  additional  yard  grounds,  and  we 
think  on  the  whole  it  would  not  be  a  reasonable  requirement  to 
adopt  the  Polk  street  location.  The  impressions  we  received 
on  the  presentation  of  the  case  in  this  regard  were  strengthened 
by  an  examination  of  the  locus  in  quo  made  by  two  of  the  Com- 
missioners after  the  cause  was  finally  submitted.  The  consid- 
erations set  forth  here  were  those  which  induct  the  Commis- 
sion in  the  first  instance  to  leave  considerable  latitude  in  the 
way  of  a  selection  of  a  site  by  the  Railw^ay  Company. 

We  appreciate  the  fact  that  there  are  some  reasonable  objec- 
tions to  extending  Clinton  street,  one  of  which  has  already  been 
stated,  and  another  of  which  is  the  fact  that  the  loop  of  the 
street  railroad  running  from  Pond  du  Lac  to  North  Fond  da 
Lac  extends  midway  into  Clinton  street  and  practically  deprives 
persons  passing  along  that  street  from  the  use  of  the  south  half 
of  Clinton  street  where  it  intersects  Wisconsin  avenue.  Marcou 
street  parallels  Clinton  street,  and  is  located  to  the  south  of 
Clinton  street  and  240  feet  distant  therefrom.  We  see  no  par- 
ticular objection  to  the  location  of  a  depot  at  such  point  that 
it  can  be  reasonably  reached  from  the  street  last  named.  The 
expense  of  fixing  up  this  highway,  as  we  recollect  the  location, 
will  substantially  be  no  greater  than  if  the  Polk  street  location 
were  adopted.  Neither  the  highway  nor  the  depot  will  interfere 
seriously  with  the  yard  of  the  respondent  company,  and  the 
depot  can  be  so  located  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  cross  any 
railway  tracks  in  order  to  reach  the  same.  It  is  our  conclusion 
on  this  question,  therefore,  that  the  depot  should  be  located  on 
the  west  side  of  the  railway  track  and  immediately  to  the  south 
of  what  would  be  the  south  line  of  Clinton  street  if  the  same 
were  so  extended  as  to  intersect  the  railway  track.  We  further 
conclu(Je  in  this  connection,  however,  that  the  defendant  Rail- 
way Company  should  furnish  over  its  ground  a  suitable  righ!; 
of  way  between  such  depot  and  the  east  end  of  Marcou  street 
as  it  now  exists. 

We  have  some  doubt  about  the  propriety  of  this  Commission 
establishing  definite  locations  for  depot  buildings  where  such 
stations  are  ordered  to  be  furnished.  In  deference  to  the  ap- 
parent wishes  of  both  parties  to  the  hearing,  we  concluded  in 
this  instance  to  fix  such  location  as  we  thought  under  all  the 
circumstances  would  be  proper.  We  are  in  receipt  of  petitions 
from  the  inhabitants  of  North  Pond  du  Lac  in  reference  to  the 
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matter  of  location.  As  is  usual  the  petitions  furnish  vory  little 
aid  in  the  determination  of  the  question.  Those  living  in  the 
northem  part  of  the  village  favoring  the  northern  location, 
generally  speaking,  and  those  living  in  the  southern  part  of 
th-e  village  favoring  the  southern  location.  We  favor  the  north- 
ern location,  begcauso,  as  it  appears  to  us,  it  is  at  least  as  con- 
venient at  the  present  time  as  the  southern  one;  its  adoption 
avoids  the  use  of  a  dangerous  grade  crossing,  and  the  growth  of 
the  village  iteslf  is  in  the  direction  of  the  northem  location. 

In  respect  to  the  freight  trains  that  should  be  stopped  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  and  discharging  freight  at  North  Fond 
du  Lac,  we  think  one  way  freight  train  each  way  each  day,  ex- 
cluding Sundays,  will  be  sufficient  to  micet  the  demands  of  the 
community. 

We  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  following  passenger  . 
trains  should  be  stopped  at  the  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac 
to  receive  and  discharge  passengers:   trains  numbered  5,  7  and 
11  going  north,  and  trains  numbered  12,  8  and  2  going  south,  as 
such  trains  are  indicated  on  the  Wisconsin  Central  time  card 
issued  for  the  **  Winter  and  Spring  of  1905."     We  gave  the 
matter  of  ordering  train  number  3  north-bound  to  be  stopped 
serious  consideration.     If  there  is  any  considerable  amount  of 
travel  on  this  train  it  is  certainly  inconvenient  for  the  inhab- 
itants of  North  Fond  du  Lac  to  be  compelled  to  leave  the  train 
at  Fond  du  Lac,  especially  in  the  winter  time.     On  the  other 
hand,  the  train  in  question  is  a  fast  train  running  between  Chi- 
cago and  St.  Paul  and  making  but  r,  comparatively  few  stops. 
It  is  being  operated  in  competition  w'ith  the  fast  trains  on  the 
lines  of  'the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  and  Chicago,  Milwaukeo  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Companies.     The  evening  trains  on  the  three 
roads  leave  Chicago  within  fifteen  minutes  of  each  other  and 
arrive  in  St.  Paul  within  fiftosn  minutes  of  each  other.     The 
Wisconsin  Central  line  is  about  fifty  miles  longer  than  that  of 
either  of  the  other  roads.     It  is  in  close  competition,  as  before 
stated,  for  through  business  with  the  other  roads,  and  is  labor- 
ing under  considerable  difficulti/es  at  the  present  time  in  the 
way  of  meeting  the  competition,  owing  to  the  length  of  its  line. 
The  same  is  true  of  the  limited  train  nmnincr  between  the  Twin 
Cities  and  Chicago,  and  we  have  concluded  that  for  the  present 
at  least  these  trains  should  not  be  stopped  at  North  Pond  du 
Lac,  and  that  the  three  trains  each  way  that  are  ordered  stopped 
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will  furnish  reasonably  adequate  passenger  service  foV  the  vil- 
lage for  the  time  being.  The  street  car  connections  with  the 
city  of  Fond  du  Lac  permits  the  use  of  the  train  in  question 
on  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway,  although  at  some  inconven- 
ience, £18  before  stated. 

In  reference  to  permitting  the  respondent  to  apply  for  a  modi- 
fication of  the  order  at  the  expiration  of  a  year  if  the  business 
of  maintaining  a  station  at  North  Fond  du  Lac  should  prove 
unprofitable,  it  is  our  understanding  of  the  law  that  either 
party  to  a  proceeding  before  the  Commission  has  the  right  to 
apply  for  a  modification  of  its  orders  at  any  time  that  conditions 
would  seem  to  warrant  such  application.  What  might  be  a 
perfectly  reasonable  requirement  today  miglit  be  unreasonable 
two  or  three  years  hence,  and  we  do  not  construe  the  law  to 
mean  that  if  the  Commission  orders  a  station  to  be  put  in,  or 
other  facilities  to  be  furnished,  that  the  Railway  Company  must 
continue  to  maintain  the  station  and  furnish  the  facilities  for  all 
time  to  come  if  there  is  no  longer  any  public  necessity  for  main- 
taining the  station  or  facilities. 

In  reference  to  the  character  of  the  station  building  that 
should  be  erected  at  North  Fond  du  Lac,  we  think  the  Company 
should  furnish  such  a  building  and  such  accommodations  as  are 
usually  and  customarily  furnished  at  places  within  the  State 
of  Wisconsin  having  a  substantially  like  population.  The  Com^ 
mission  has  no  objection  to  the  Railway  Company  building  a  sta- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  plans  submitted  by  it.  The  parties 
representing  the  village  submitted  a  general  outline  of  such  a 
depot  as  would  be  satisfactory  to  them  and  what  satisfies  them 
ought  to  satisfy  us. 

It  is  therefore  determined:  (1)  That  Ihe  d<3pot  building 
in  question  be  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  main  line  of  the 
respondent  Railway  Company  and  adjacent  thereto,  at  a  point 
immediately  south  of  the  south  line  of  Clinton  street  as  extended 
so  as  to  interr.^ct  said  line  of  railway,  and  that  said  Railway 
Company  furnish  the  use  of  a  riirht  of  way  over  its  yard  grounds 
from  the  east  end  of  Marcou  street  as  shown  in  the  plat  of  the 
village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac,  to  said  depot,  so  that  the  same 
may  be  reached  from  Marcou  street  both  by  teams  and  foot  pas- 
sengers. (2)  That  north-bound  passenger  trains  numbered  5, 
7  and  11,  and  south-bound  passenger  trains  numbered  12,  8  and 
2,  as  shown  on  the  time  card  referred  to  in  this  decision,  be 
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stopped  at  said  North  Fond  du  Lac  station  to  receive  and  dis- 
charge passengers,  baggage  and  express  each  day  on  which  said 
trains  run.  (?)  That  one  north-bound  way  freight  train  and 
one  south-bound  way  freight  train  be  stopped  at  said  village  of 
North  Fond  du  Lac  to  receive  and  discharge  freight  on  less  than 
carload  lots  each  day,  excluding  Sunday.  (4)  That  a  depot  build- 
ing be  constructed,  such  as  is  now  usually  and  customarily  built 
for  the  accommodation  of  villages  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
having  a  population  substantially  the  same  as  the  population 
of  North  Fond  du  Lac.  (5)  That  either  of  the  parties  to  this 
proceeding  may  at  any  time  after  the  expiratioa  of  one  year 
from  and  after  the  date  upon  which  such  depot  building  is  con- 
structed and  ready  for  use  apply  to  this  Commission  for  a  modi- 
fication of  the  decision  of  the  Commission  made  herein;  and 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  That  the  respondent,  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company,  locate  the  depot  provided 
for  in  the  former  order  of  this  Commission,  at  a  point  on  the 
west  side  of  its  main  track  and  adjacent  thereto,  immediately 
south  of  tbs  point  where  the  south  line  of  Clinton  street  would 
intersect  said  line  of  railway  if  the  same  were  extended  in  an 
easterly  direction  to  such  line  of  road,  and  that  a  right  of  way 
be  furnished  over  and  across  the  yard  of  the  respondent  Railway 
Company  from  the  east  line  of  Marcou  street  to  said  depot,  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose  of  enabling  teams  and  foot  passengers  to 
pass  over  the  same. 

It  is  Further  Ordered,  That  north-bound  passenger  trains 
Qumbered  5,  7  and  11,  and  south-bound  passenger  trains  num- 
bered 12,  8  and  2,  as  shown  on  the  time  card  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  issued  for  the  **  Winter  and  Spring 
of  1905,^'  stop  daily  every  day  that  such  trains  run  at  the  village  , 
of  North  Fond  du  Lac,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  dis- 
charging passengere  and  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  dis- 
iharging  baggage  and  express. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  one  north  bound  way  freight 
irain  and  one  south  bound  way  freight  train  stop  each  day,  ex- 
cluding Sundays,  at  said  village  of  North  Fond  du  Lac,  to  re- 
ceive and  discharge  freight  in  less  than  carload  lots  at  said 
jjtation. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  either  of  the  parties  to  this  pro- 
ceeding may  apply  for  a  modification  of  the  determination  and 
order  of  the  Commission  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  stated. 
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A  period  of  ninety  (90)  days  from  and  after  the  service  of 
this  order  will  be  considered  a  reasonable  time  within  which 
to  comply  with  these  terms. 
Dated  this  5th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 


No.  31. 

*     COMMON  COUNCIL  OF  THE  CITY  OF  GRAND  RAPIDS, 

vs. 
THE  GREEN  BAT  &  WESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

.  See  Number  8. 


No.  32. 


MILWAUKEE-WAUKESHA  BREWING  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Charles  Manegold,  for  petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  respondent. 

Complaint  of  the  rate  on  mineral  water  from  Waukesha  to 
Milwaukee.  The  rate  complained  of  was  a  rate  of  7  cents  per 
100  pounds  for  a  distance  of  19  miles,  which  was  alleged  to  be 
excessive  and  prohibitory,  not  only  in  competition  with  local 
rates,  but  also  in  competition  with  shipments  of  water  from 
other  points  in  Wisconsin  enjoying  lower  freight  rates,  illustra- 
tions of  which  were  given  in  the  complaint.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany stated  openly,  that  this  rate  could  not  be  defended  and 
that  it  was  proposed  to  put  in  a  lower  rate.  The  petitioner  was 
willing  to  have  the  minimum  weight  raised  from  30,000  to 
35,000  pounds.    Hereupon  the  petition  was  withdrawn. 
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No.  33. 

MILWAUKEE-WAUKESHA  BREWING  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Charles  Manegold,  for  petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  respondent. 

This  was  a  complaint  against  the  rate  of  10  cents  on  beer  in 
carload  lots  from  Waukesha  to  Watertown.  This  rate  was  al- 
leged to  be  excessive  and  discriminatory  as  compared  with  other 
rates  specified  in  the  petition.  The  matter  camie  up  for  formal 
hearing,  but  after  the  testimony  had  been  submitted  the  parties 
reached  an  agreement  which  was  mutually  satisfactory. 


No.  34. 
W.  L.  HOUSER 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  &  OMAHA  RAIL- 
WAY  COMPANY  AND  CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWEST- 
ERN RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  petitioner. 
Thos.  Wilson,  for  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  (Jo. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co. 

That  part  of  the  present  petition  which  relates  to  the  rates 
on  grain  was  disposed  of  in  the  grain  rate  c^ses  (see  numbers 
46  and  47).  When  the  matter  was  up  for  formal  hearing  before 
the  Commission,  the  Railway  Companies  snbniitted  extensive 
testimony  with  reference  to  the  cost  of  handling  the  live  stock 
traffic,  which  constituted  a  part  of  this  petition  in  addition  to 
the  rates  on  buttier,  cheese  and  eggs.  No  testimony  was  sub- 
mitted with  reference  to  the  latter  rates.  The  Commission  has 
made  compilations  and  charts  of  the  rates  on  live  stock  and 
various  other  classes  of  freight,  several  informal  conferences 
have  been  held  regarding  the  adjustment  of  these  rates,  but 
the  investigations  have  not  yet  boon  sufficiently  exhaustive  to 
enable  the  Commission  to  proceed  farther. 
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No.  35. 

MBIDPOBD  FRUIT  PACKAGE  COMPANY 
vs 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  CHICAGO, 
MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILAVAY  COMPANY  AND 
CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  CO 

J.  T.  Edwards>  Secretary,  for  Medford  Fruit  Package  Co. 

Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  C6. 

S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Chicaoro  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co. 

Chas.  E.  Vrom^ni,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co. 

(1)  The  chief  features  in  UetermiTiing  the  proper  classification  of  an 

article  are  the  space  occupied  for  each  one  hundred  pounds  of 
the  article  and  the  value  per  hundred  pounds  of  the  same.  Hav- 
ing determined  the  facts  with  respect  to  space  and  value  hoth 
expressed  decimally  the  two  are  added  together  and  constitute 
a  classification  unit.  It  is  not  an  exact  but  rather  an  approx- 
imate unit.  A  certain  number  of  classification  units  are  re- 
quired of  all  the  com  modi  ties?  in  a  certain  class.  Artio'es  not 
included  within  the  cLassification  are  generally  carried  at  com- 
modity rates.  The  Trunk  Line  Rules  take  precedence  over  the 
Western  Classification.  All  the  responderats  in  this  case  are 
members  of  .he  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee  and  as  such 
they  abide  by  the  Trunk  Line  Rules. 

(2)  A  car  of  berry  boxes  shipped  between  two  given  points  yields 

$33.73  more  per  car  in  revenue  to  the  railway  company  than 
the  same  weight  of  fruit  baskets  shipped  between  the  same 
points.  This  is  a  discrimination  against  berry  boxes  for  which 
QO  adequate  defense  can  be  made.  The  entire  matter  of  classi- 
fication and  rates  on  different  kinds  of  fruit  pcuckages  is  in 
need  of  careful  revision. 

The  petitioner  in  the  above  entitled  action  sets  forth  in  its 
petition  that  it  is  a  corporation  organized  and  existing  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  with  its  principal  office  in 
the  city  of  Medford,  "Wisconsin ;  that  its  business  consists  largely 
in  manufacturing  fruit  packages,  baskets  and  berry  boxes;  that 
its  manufacturing  plant  is  located  on  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company,  and  that  it  ships  its  manufactured 
product  over  said  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  and  connecting 
lines,  aud  that  a  portion  of  its  manufactured  product  is  deliv- 
ered at  destination  to  poinfs  in  Wisconsin  over  the  lines  of  the 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  and  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St 
Paul  Railway;  that  a  large  portion  of  the  manufactured  product 
of  the  petitioner  consists  of  beriy  boxes  which  are  crated  an(J 
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put  up  in  as  compact  a  form  as  the  nature  of  the  package 
permits;  tliat  these  packages  are  now  shipped  in  carload  lots 
under  class  rates,  and  that  such  rates  are  excessively  high  con- 
sidering the  value  of  the  manufactured  product  and.  other  ele- 
ments that  should  be  taken  into  <  account  in  lixing  a  reasonable 
rate.  The  petition  quotes  from  certain  rules  of  the  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee  to  be  noted  below,  and  complains  that 
the  carriers  refuse  to  construe  these  rules  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  include  the  berry  boxes  under  consideration.  The  petitioner 
avers  that  a  proper  constrjction  of  the  rules  referred  to  would 
permit  it  to  ship  its  borry  boxes  under  the  rules  which  pr-ascribe 
the  commodity  rate  ou  lumber  with  the  lumber  minimum.  The 
petitioner  further  represents  that  the  lates  that  are  actually 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  berry  boxes  in  carload  lots 
are  excessive,  and  that  if  the  present  classification  will  not  ad- 
mit of  these  boxes  being  shipped  at  the  same  rate  tliat  is  charged 
for  the  transportation  of  lumber  then  the  classification  of  such 
articles  should  be  changed  so  as  to  permit  the  petitioner  to  ship 
goods  in  the  manner  indicated. 

The  answer  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company, 
which  was  substantially  the  answer  of  all  of  the  companies,  sets 
forth  that  the  petitioner  manufactures  its  berry  boxes  in  the 
shape  in  which  tlie  same  are  to  be  used  for  the  reception  of  the 
fruit  and  crates  them  in  bundles  for  shipment  in  such  form 
that  thereby  the  space  occupied  by  the  inside  of  all  of  such 
boxes  is  entirely  unoccupied  by  freight  paying  material  or 
product,  in  consequence  of  which  but  Comparatively  si  ill  ton- 
nage or  weight  is  contained  in  any  carload  of  the  material  so 
manufactured  and  shipped  by  the  petitioner.  Attention  was 
further  called  to  the  fact  that  in  the  classification  the  minimum 
carload  weight  is  put  at  10,000  pounds.  That,  upon  the  other 
hand,  lumber  shipped  by  respondent  companies  occupies  almost 
the  entire  space  in  a  car  and  produces  several  times  the  weij^ht 
to  each  carload  that  is  obtained  from  the  product  shipped  by 
the  petitioner,  and  to  change  the  rate  so  as  to  apply  carload 
rates  to  petitioner's  shipments  would  be  a  gross  discrimination 
against  shippei^  of  lumber  and  lumber  products  not  equal  in 
bulk  to  petitioner's  product  but  of  far  greater  weight. 

The  pot  it  inn  was  fi'od  April  13,  190C,  following  a  number 
of  fruitless  informal  oonferences,  and  correspondence  extending 
over  several  months.     The  hearings  upon  the  case  were  held 
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on  May  9  and  10.  The  Medford  Fruit  Package  Company 
was  reprc\cnUd  by  its  secretary,  J.  T.  Edwards  j  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  was  represented  by  Thos.  H.  Gill, 
the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  was  represen- 
ted by  S.  A.  Lyndej  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way Company  was  represented  by  Chas.  E.  Vroman. 

The  vital  question  at  issue  in  the  case  is  the  rate  charged  for 
the  transportation  of  a  rectangular  berry  box  made  out  of 
** scarfed*'  material,  set  up,  ready  for  Ub'e,  in  crates  of  different 
siz(*s.  The  specimen  crate  produced  at  the  hearing  contained 
sixteen  such  berry  boxes.  The  berry  box  in  question  is  the  one 
which  is  commonly  in  use  in  the  berry  trade  in  this  part  of  the 
country.  Tho  minor  questions  relating  to  the  construction  of  the 
Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  and  the  Western  Classification,  which 
in  turn  involve  the  question  of  the  classification  of  the  berry 
boxes  under  consideration,  ultimately  resolve  themselves  into  the 
question  of  the  rate,  because  the  rate  varies  with  the  class  to 
which  an  article  belongs. 

The  Western  Classification,  which  applies  to  all  the  territory 
west  of  Chicago  and  the  Mississippi  river,  has  been  adopted  by 
some  seventy  railw-ays  doing  business  in  this  section  of  the 
United  States,  including  all  the  railways  in  the  Slate  of  Wiscon- 
sin. On  page  14,  items  32  and  33  of  the  Western  Classification 
No.  40,  effective  April  1,  1906,  we  find  the  following  applicable 
to  the  commodities  under  consideration  In  the  present  case : 
Baskets  C.  L.  (Subject  to  Rule  6 — B.) 
Nested  or  K.  D. 

Minimum  Weight  10,000  lbs  2 

Rule  B  is  found  on  pa.ge  2  of  the  Classification  and  pro- 
vides in  substance  that  as  the  size  of  tho  car  increases  the 
minimum  weight  shall  increase  approximately  in  the  same 
proportion.  The  basis  of  this  classification  is  found  in  a 
number  of  principles,  none  of  which  are  so  clearly  and  well 
defined  that  they  can  be  expressed  or  formulated  with  mathe- 
matical accuracy.  However,  generally  speaking,  the  chief 
features  which  it  seems  necessary  to  consider  in  determining 
the  proper  classification  of  an  article  ar^^  the  space  occupied 
for  each  one  hundred  pounds  of  the  article,  and  the  value  per 
one  hundred  pounds  of  the  same.  The  first  is  supposed  to 
represent  the  amount  of  car  space  which  the  carrier  must  fur- 
pish  in  the  transportation  of  the  article,  and   the    second    Js 
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supposed  to  represent  in  a  general  way  the  risk  which  the  car- 
rier^ assumes,  as  well  as  the  ability  of  the  commodity  to  be 
transported  to  beav  a  certain  rate.  Having  determined  the 
number  of  cubic  feet  of  car  space  occupied  by  100  pounds  of 
an  article,  and  the  value  of  100  pounds,  both  expressed  deci- 
mally, these  two  items  are  added  together  and  constitute  what 
has  been  termed  a  classification  unit.  This  is  not  an  exact 
but  rather  an  approximate  unit,  which  serves  the  purpose  of 
comparison  with  articles  already  in  the  classification,  or  with 
other  articles  still  to  be  added  to  the  classification.  A  certain 
number  of  classification  units  are  theoretically,  at  least,  re- 
quired of  all  the  conmiodities  in  a  certain  class.  For  in- 
stance, an  article  which  represents  between  15  and  20  units 
falls  into  the  first  class;  an  article  which  represents  between 
10  and  15  classified  units  falls  into  the  second  class;  be- 
tween 5  and  10  units  third  class;  5  or  fewer  units  fourth 
class.  These  units  may  be  regarded  as  index  numbers  giving 
the  clue  to  the  correct  classification  of  any  particular  article. 
Obviously,  a  large  number  of  different  considerations  enter 
into  the  classification  of  thousands  of  articles,  and  a  unit  rule 
of  this  kind  must  bo  regarded  as  applicable  only  in  a  general 
way.  Articles  which  are  not  included  within  the  classifica- 
ton,  but  which  are  transported  in  considerable  volume,  are 
generally  carried  at  what  are  known  as  commodity  rates.  It 
is  generally  understood  that  commodity  rates  are  lower  than 
class  rates.  Articles  which  do  not  have  a  commodity  rate  take 
the  class  rate,  the  same  rate  applying  to  each  article  in  a  class, 
while  the  commodity  rate  applies  only  to  the  particular  com- 
modity in  question.  Applying  these  general  considerations 
relating  to  the  classification  of  objects  of  transportation,  it 
may  be  pointed  out  that  berry  boxes,  like  those  involved  in  the 
present  case,  are  carried  at  class  rates,  while  berry  baskets, 
which  are  used  for  the  same  purpose,  and  which  compete  in  the 
market  with  boxes,  are  carried  at  commodity  rates.  The  rea- 
s  m  for  this  will  appear  in  the  following  paragraph. 

The  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee  is  a  body  representing 
about  thirty  railways,  all  of  which  are  included  in  the  list 
which  has  approved  the  Western  Classification,  consequently 
the  territory  in  which  these  thirty  railways  operate  is  a  part  of 
the  larger  territory  represented  by  the  Western  Classifioalion. 
The  Tmnk  Line  niles  t<nke  proeedonee  over  the  Western  Ciassi- 
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fication  and,  theoretically  at  least,  it  is  assumed  that  the 
Trunk  Line  rules  are  more  nearly  adapted  to  the  peculiar  con- 
ditions and  movements  of  traffic  prevailing  along  the  lines  of 
the  various  carriers  represented  in  the  committee  than  the 
Western  Classification.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  the 
Trunk  Line  rules  and  the  Classification  the  former  control. 
As  has  been  stated,  all  the  respondents  in  this  case  are  members 
of  the  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  and  as  such  they  abide 
by  the  rules  of  that  association;  although  technically  and 
legally,  as  we  understand  the  situation,  the  rules  and  rates 
published  by  the  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee  are  supposed 
to  be  established  by  the  individual  action  of  the  various  lines 
embraced  in  its  membership,  and  the  relation  of  the  committee 
to  the  action  of  the  individual  lines  is  that  of  a  publishing 
agency.  The  Trunk  Line  Committee  as  a  publishing  agency 
issues  rules  and  re;^";ilations  from  time  to  time.  Rule  56-B 
of  Rules  Circular  W.  T.  L.  No.  6,  effective  April  1,  1905, 
which  is  reissued  as  rule  56-C  in  amondment  No.  5  to  the  Cir- 
cular just  mentioned,  effective  April  10,  1906,  provides  that 
the  lumber  rates  and  minimum  weights  shall  apply  to  more 
than  fifty  different  commodities  enumerated  as  a  part  of  the 
rule  and  including  ** berry  boxes,  scarfed,  set  up,  nested  and 
crated/'  The  rule  also  includes  the  following:  *' Fruit  and 
vegetable  packages,  made  from  scarfed  box  material  (mini- 
mum weight  30,000  lbs.) ;  described  as  follows: 

Scarfed  Berry  Box  Material,  in  racks  and  bundles. 

Boxes,  K.  D.,  in  bundles,  N.  0.  S. 

Melonr  Crate  Material,  K.  D.,  in  bundles 

Four  Package  Crates. 

Six  Package  Crates. 

Grape  Packaprcs,  nested,  handles  and  covers  in  bundles." 

It  will  be  observed  that  ** berry  boxes,  scarfed,  set  up,  nested, 
and  crated"  is  given  as  a  separate  item,  and  the  petitioner 
maintained  that  if  this  item  in  Rule  56-B  (or  56-C  of  the 
amendment)  does  not  apply  to  the  scarfed  berry  boxes  under 
consideration,  he  did  not  think  it  was  possible  to  designate  any 
article  manufactured  in  this  or  any  other  state,  in  which  the 
carriers  are  subject  to  Trunk  Line  rules,  to  which  this  particu« 
lar  item  did  apply. 

The  application  of  both  the  Classification  and  of  the  Trunk 

Line  rules  appear  to  turn  upon  the  definition  of  the  terra  '*nest« 
10— R.  R. 
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ing/'  In  the'  general  rules  which  are  a  part  of  the  We3t:r:i 
Classification  there  is  no  mention  of  the  term  ** nesting.*'  Oii 
pages  16  and  18  of  Western  Classification  No.  40,  we  find  the 
only  thing  which  maj'  be  construed  as  a  definition  of  *' nesting.'' 
The  reference  on  page  16  reads  as  follows : 

''Ratings  for  nested  paper  boxes  will  apply  only  on  pack- 
ages in  which  one-third  of  the  space  is  saved  by  nesting." 

On  page  118  we  find  the  following: 

''Tinware  may  be  regarded  as  nested  when  20  per  cent  or 
one-fifth  of  space  is  saved  by  placing  one  article  within  an- 
other. Dinner  pails,  consisting  of  several  parts  placed  inside 
tho  pail  proper,  are  ratable  as  nested  tinware." 

On  the  same  page  there  is  also  found  the  following: 

"Nested  solid,  i.  e. :  The  outside  and  bottom  surfaces  of  the 
article  above  must  rest  against  the  inside  and  surface  of  the 
bottom  of  the  article  below  without  any  intervening  space,  and 
is  exclusive  of  articles  with  projecting  ears,  handles,  spouts, 
fttc,  which  nest,  but  not  solid  as  ab:>ve  described." 

On  page  6  of  Southern  Classification  No.  34,  is  found  the 
following  definition: 

"The  term  'nested'  as  used  in  this  Classification  covers  a 
series  of  threo  or  more  like  articles  fitting  closely  one  within 
another." 

In  the  testimony  it  was  explained  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Western  Classification  Committco  that  the  definition  incorpor- 
ated in  the  Southern  Classification  is  the  one  which  has  been 
generally  applied  in  construing  the  Western  Classification. 

It  was  suggested  at  the  hearing  that  in  the  absence  of  a  gen- 
eral rule  as  well  as  of  a  special  rule  applicable  to  nested  boxes 
in  the  Western  Classification,  the  berr^^  boxes  under  considera- 
tion, ))laced  in  crates,  should  be  regarded  as  being  nested,  for 
the  reason  that  the  manufacturers  of  these  boxes  pay  for  "nest- 
ing" the  same  when  they  pay  for  placing  these  boxes  in  crates. 
It  was  furthermore  urged  that  boxes,  being  necessarily  rect- 
angular in  shape,  could  not  possibly  be  nested  in  any  manner 
other  than  that  shown  in  the  specimen  crate  of  boxes  pro- 
,  duced  in  evidence.  While  there  is  some  force  in  these  repre- 
sentations, we  cannot  acquiesce  in  the  conclusion  drawn  from 
them ;  and  we  are  constrained  to  hold  that  no  commodity  can 
properly  be  regarded  as  nested  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Classification  oj  Trunk  Jj\n^  rules,  wlisgs  cprtajn  t^pticles  of 
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of  a  certain  kind  fit  into  one  another  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
eflFect  a  substantial    saving   in  space    as  compared    with    the 
amount  of  space  the  same  number  of  the  same  article  would 
occupy  when  not  thus  nested,  but  simply  placed  in  close  prox- 
imity to  one  another.     The  scarfed  berry  boxes,  set  up  and 
crated,  as  shown  in  the  specimen  crate,  are  therefore  not  to  be 
regarded  as  nested  within  the  meaning  of  the  Western  Classi- 
fication   nor    the  Western  Trunk  Line  rules.    Hence,  as  the 
rules  now  stand,  these  berry  boxes  are  subject  to  the  rates  of 
class  2  of  the  Western  Classification ;  whereas,  the  berry  bask- 
ets  produced  at  the  hearing,  and  referred  to  as  exhibit  1,  take 
a  commodity  rate  the  same  as  that  which  applies  to  lumber 
with  the  same  minimum  weight.     Fruit  baskets  like  those  ol 
exhibit  1  are  conceded  to  be  more  valuable  than  the  berry 
boxes  under  consideration,  and  one  naturally  looks  for  some 
explanation  of  the  unlike  treatment  accorded  to  these  two 
classes  of  competing    commodities    in  the    ClaRsification    and 
Trunk  Line  rules.     To    illustrate    the    effect  of  the    existing 
rules  upon  these  commodities,  a  carload  shipment  of  each  from 
Medford  to  Milwaukee  may  be  taken.     The  second  class  rate 
between   IMedford  and  IMilwaukee  Is   46i/»    cents   per  100  lbs. 
The  lumber  rate  from  Medford  to  Milwaukee  is  10  cents  pei 
100  lbs.     Assuming  that  each  of  these  cars  is  loaded  to  the 
required  minimum,  namely,  10,000  lbs.  in  the  case  of  the  car- 
load of  berry  boxes,  and  30,000  lbs.  in  the  case  of  the  carload 
of  berry  baskets,  at  the  given  rate  the  baskets  yield  a  total 
revenue  of  $30.00,  while  the  boxes  yield  $46.50.     On  the  as- 
sumption   before    us    there    is    a    difrerence  of  $16.50    which 
could  not  be  accounted  for  by  any  of  the  facts  brought  out  at 
the  hearing.     Not  only  was  it  showm  that  a  carlrad  of  boxes 
which  must  bear  between  the  points  mentioned,  this  rate  of 
$46.50 — assuming  the  minimum  weight — is  less  valuable  than 
a  carload  of  baskets,  but  also  less  valuable  than  a  carload  of 
lumber  at  the  average  price  prevailing  to-day.     In  addition, 
the  amount  of  lumber  required  to  make  a  carload  shipment 
when  manufactured  into  boxes  of  this  kind  will  produce  sev- 
eral carloads  of  freight,  so  that  in  reality  in  the  one  instance 
the  railway  receives  a  revenue  of  only  $30.00,  as  compared 
with  a  revenue  several  times  $46.50,  which  it  ultimately  re- 
ceived, on  the  boxes  manufactured   out  of  this  lumber.     The 
e^uiet  extent  of  the  disparity  in  the  treatment  of  berry  boxes 
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find  berry  baskets  is  brought  out  even  more  forcefully  when 
c^etual  weights  are  considered.  The  testimony  established 
the  fact  that  the  nested  baskets  of  exhibit  1  rarely,  if  ever, 
r* .ached  the  minimum  weight  of  30,000  pounds;  whereas,  the 
average  weight  of  four  cars  of  berry  boxes  shipped  by  the  com- 
plainant, was  13,705  pounds.  Hence^  if  these  cars  had  been 
rf*iipped  from  Medford  to  Milwaukee  at  the  existing  rates,  the 
x)»3Sted  baskets  would  have  yielded  the  railway  company  not 
v»  exceed  $30.00,  and  the  boxes  $63.73  in  revenue  per  car,  or 
$33.73  more  per  car  for  the  boxes  than  for  the  baskets.  This 
IK  a  discrimination  against  berry  boxes  for  which  no  adequate 
d^tfense  can  be  made. 

It  seems  clear  that  the  entire  matter  of  the  classification 
a^id  rates  on  different  kinds  of  fruit  packages  is  in  need  of 
cweful  revision  and  adjustment.     To  make  such  a  revision 
requires  time.     The    season   for   shipping   fruit   packages   is 
ni«w  at  hand.     Delay  in  reaching  a  decision  would  mean  hard- 
sMp  to  the  shippers.     Th^  granting  of  immediate  relief  seems 
n'^cessary.     Therefore,  in  order  to  meet  the  situation  which 
actually  exists,  and    without    committing  ourselves    to  specific 
tries  and  principles  applicable  to  the  future,  and  which  may 
possibly  be  deducible  frc^m  our  order,  we  are  inclined  to  be- 
lieve, on  the  basis  of  the  facts  before  us,  the  extension  of  the 
Irmber  rate  and  minimum  to  the  scarfed  berry  boxes,  set  up 
a*\d  crated,  as  shown  in  the  specimen  at  the  hearing,  is  fair  to 
all  the  parties  in  interest.     We  expressly  disclaim  approval  of 
the  practice  of  applying  apparently  low  commodity  rates  to 
light  bulky  articles  with  a  high  minimum,  by  means  of  which 
the  real  rate  is  made  several  times  as  high  as  the  nominal 
commodity  rate.     We    believe    it    is    much    more    expedient, 
clearer,  and  therefore  less  liable  to  misconst motion  or  to  eans'3 
dissr.lifrretion,  to  charge  30  cents  per  100  pounds  for  a  car- 
load of  10,000  pounds,  than  10  cents  per  100  po:mds  for  a 
carlnfld  supposed  to  weigh  30,000  pounds,  but  one-lialf  or  more 
of  which  assumed  weight  is  fictitious  weight.     We  commend 
the  aims  of  the  Western  Classification  Committee  to  provide  a 
minimum  which  can   actually  be  loaded  in  a  car;  and  we  dis- 
countenance the  method  of  carriers  by  which  rates  are  changed 
through  tho  instrumentality  of  the  classification  and  minimum 
weight  rather  than  by  directly  changing  the  rate.     The  method 
of  changing  a  rate  through  the  classification  and  minimum 
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weight  is  an  indirect  procedure  which  veils  the  real  nature  of 
the  change  which  it  involves. 

AVe  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  existing  rules  and  rates  con- 
stitute an  unjust  discrimination  against  the  berry  boxes  shown 
at  the  hearing ;  and  it  is  further  our  judgment  and  determin- 
ation that  the  present  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of 
lumber,  with  a  minimum  weight  of  30,000  ppunds,  as  applied 
to  nested  berry  baskets,  are  remunei^ative,  and  that  such  rates 
should  also  be  charged  for  the  transportation  of  berry  boxes. 

It  is  Therefore  Ordered,  That  Rule  46-B  of  the  Rules 
Circular  W.  T.  L.  No.  6,  shall  apply  to  the  scarfed  berry  boxes, 
set  up  and  crated,  under  consideration  in  this  case,  thus  giving 
these  boxes  the  benefit  of  the  rate  and  minimum  w^eights  ap- 
plicable to  lumber,  until  September  1,  1906,  which  we  regard  as 
a  reasonable  charge.  On  or  before  that  date  a  revised  classi- 
fication and  schedule  of  rates  applicable  to  fruit  packages  may 
be  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval.  If  no  such 
classification  and  schedule  of  rates  can  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
carriers  and  manufacturers,  and  others  in  interest,  the  Com. 
mission  will  proceed  as  soon  as  practicable  thereafter  upon 
its  own  motion  to  investigate  further  the  existing  classification 
and  rates  on  fruit  packages,  and  to  order  such  changes  as  may 
appear  just  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  then  before  it. 

Dated  this  11th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMlVriSSION  OF  WISCONSIN 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  IVIeyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners, 
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r,.  C.  AYIIITTET 
vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY AND  CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY 
COIVrPANY. 

Whitehead  &  Matheson,  far  Petitioner. 

C.  E.  Vronian,  for  Chicago,  ^Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co 

S.  A.  Lynde.  for  Chicatro  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co. 

Refusal  of  the  respondent  Railway  Companies  to  make  joint 
rates  in  lumber.  The  petitioner  had  purchased  a  stock  of  lum- 
ber at  Elcho,  on  the  Chicago  and  Northwestern  Railway,  which 
he  desired  to  ship  to  Edgerton,  where  his  place  of  business  is 
located,  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway.  He 
also  d  sired  to  make  additional  purchases  at  Elcho  and  other 
points  on  the  Chicago  and  North  Western  Railway.  The 
Minn('ai)o'is,  St.  Paul  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  has  in 
cfi'ect  a  joint  rate  on  lumber  w-ith  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  between  Rhinelander  and  Edgerton  of  11  cents  per 
100  pounds,  while  shipments  from  Elcho  to  Edgerton  cost  the 
petit ior.or  the  sum  of  two  local  rateji.  namely,  10^, o  cents  to  the 
Chicago  &  North  Western  from  Elcho  to  Jancsville,  and  4i^ 
cents  to  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  from  Janesville  to 
Edgerton,  or  a  total  of  15  cents  per  100  pounds  for  the  entire 
haul.  This  rate  w^as  alleged  to  be  excessive  and  discrimina- 
tory. Full  testimony  was  submitted  by  both  side  s  at  the  hear- 
ing. The  principles  involved  in  the  case  are  gi  nerally  the 
same  as  those  involved  in  the  case  of  the  ]\Ianitowoc  Malting 
Company,  noted  below  at  nrmber  34.  Soon  after  th?  hearing 
the  parties  in  interest  ro(j nested  the  Commission  to  have  the 
proceedings  rest  pending  a  settlement.  Soon  after,  the  Chi- 
cacro,  ^lilwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  published  a 
joint  rate  of  12i/»  cents  per  hundred  pounds  between  Elcho 
and  Edgerton,  w^hich  was  accepted  before  its  publication  as 
satisfactory  to  the  complainant. 
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No.  37. 

SUPERVISORS  OF  THE  TOWN  OF  SHEBOYGAN 

vs. 
CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petition  regarding  grade  crossing  of  railway  track  with 
Sauk  Trail  road  in  the  vicinity  of  the  South  Freight  Yards 
of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  near  the 
city  of  Sheboygan.  The  traffic  over  this  road  is  heavy  which 
makes  t^e  crossing  especially  unsafe  and  dangerous  to  the  pub- 
lic trawi.  The  petitioners  petition  to  have  a  flagman  placed 
at  the  crossing  or  a  signal  installed  there.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany agreed  to  place  a  flagman  there  and  the  petition,  was 
withdrawn. 


No.  38. 


MANITOWOC  MALTING  COMPANY 
vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  CHICAGO, 
mLWAUKEE  AND  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
RESPONDENTS,  CHILTON  MALTING  COMPANY  IN- 
TERVENOR. 

Hougen  &  Brady,  for  petitioner. 
Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  and 
C.  E.  Vroman,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co., 
Respondents. 
J.  E.  McMullen^  for  Chilton  Malting  Company,  Intervenor. 

Application  for  a  joint  rate  on  grain  from  certain  stations 
on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  to  Manitowoc, 
over  said  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  and 'the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway. 

The  Manitowoc  Malting  Company  complained  that  the  above  named 
carriers  refused  to  make  Joint  rates  on  grain  from  certain 
stations  to  Manitowoc,  and  that  the  sum  of  the  two  local  rates 
was  80  high  as  to  prevent  any  grain  being  shipped  to  the  Mani- 
towoc market,  although  as  near  as  that  of  Green  Bay,  and 
nearer  than  that  of  Milwaukee,  and  prayed  that  reasonable 
joint  rates  be  cstab  ishcd. 
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Ueldf  (1)  That  the  sum  of  two  reasonable  rates  does  not  necessarily 
make  a  reasonable  Joint  rate. 

(2)  Thai  the  carrier  on  whose  line  the  grain  was  produced  did  not 
have  the  right  to  refuse  to  make  joint  raites  simply  because 
such  action  might  result  in  diverting  traffic  fnom  shippers  and 
manufactureis  on  its  line. 

(3)  That  it  is  within  the  constitutional  power  of  the  legislature 
to  either  compel  carriers  to  make  joint  rates  by  direct  act  or 
t«9  confer  on  the  Railroad  Commission  the  power  to  order  joint 
ra,tes  to  be  made. 

(4)  That  whether  the  local  rates  involved  in  this  proceeding  were 
unreasonable  in  themselves  or  not,  the  sum  of  the  locals  would 
malve  an  excessive  joint  rate. 

(5)  That  a  joint  rate  of  7VL»  teats  per  100  pounds  from  Chilton 
and  Hay  ton,  and  8  cents  per  100  pounds  from  Kiel  and  New 
HolH-tein,  to  Manitowoc  be  put  in  effect  in  lieu  of  the  local 
rates  now  charged  aggregating  12  cents  per  100  pounds  from 
Chilton  and  Hayton  and  12  ^^  cents  from  Kiel  and  New  Hol- 
stein. 

Under  date  of  April  23,  1906,  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Com- 
pany filed  with  the  Railroad  Commission  a  petition  reciting  in 
substance  that  it  was  a  domestic  corporation,  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  malt  at  Manitowoc,  Wisconsin ;  that  each  of  the 
above  named  Railway  Companies  was  a  common  carrier,  engaged 
in  the  business  of  transj^orting  persons  and  property  in  Wiscon- 
sin ;  that  petitioner  was  now,  and  for  many  years  last  past  had 
been,  en<?aired  in  the  business  of  buying  barloy  at  various  points 
in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  shipping  the  same  to  Manitowoc 
for  the  purpose  of  maiiufacturing  maJt,  and  that  petitioner  was 
also  engaged  in  the  business  of  selling  and  dealing  in  such  malt 
when  so  manuf actui^d ;  that  large  quantities  of  barley  were 
malted  in  ^lilwaukee  and  Green  Bay,  und  that  the  malsters  of 
Milwaukee  and  Green  Bay  purchase  their  supply  of  barley  in 
competition  with  the  petitioner;  that  large  quantities  of  barley 
were  raised  in  the  vicinity  of  Chilton,  Hayton,  New  Holstein  and 
Kiel  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company,  and  that  the  distance  from  Chilton  to  Milwaukee  was 
78  miles,  from  New  Holstein  to  Milwaukee  71  miles,  from  Kiel 
to  ^Milwaukee  67  miles ;  that  the  distance  from  Chilton  to  Mani- 
towoc, ever  the  lines  of  the  carriers  herein  named,  was  34  miles, 
from  New  Holstein  41  miles,  from  Kiel  45  miles;  that  the  rate 
charged  for  transporting  barley  in  carload  lots  from  New  Hol- 
stein, Chilton  and  Hayton  to  Milwaukee,  was  8^^  cents  per  hun- 
dred pounds,  and  from  Kiel  to  Milwaukee  8  cents  per  hundred 
pounds,  and  from  Chilton  to  Milwaukee,  when  destined  to  points 
east  of  Lake  Michigan,  7^2  cents  per  hundred  pounds;  that  the 
charge  for  transporting  barley  from   Chilton  and   Hayton  to 
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Manitowoc  is  12  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  and  from  New  IIol- 
stein  and  Kiel  to  IVIanitowoc,  12i/^  cents  per  hundred  pounds: 
that  the  rate  so  charged  is  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  on  the  lines 
of  the  respondent  Railway  Companies,  no  joint  rate  being  mad€ 
between  them  for  the  transportation  of  the  commodity  in  ques- 
tion ;  that  the  rate  charged  over  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Railway  Company,  from  Hilbert  Junction,  was  7i/^  cents 
per  hundred  pounds,  and  the  balance  of  the  aggregate  charge  of 
the  two  roads  was  made  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company ;  that  a  joint  rate  had  been  established  by  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  and  the  Green 
Bay  &  Western  Railway  Company,  on  malt,  from  the  city  of 
Chilton  to  the  city  of  Kewaunee,  a  distance  of  75  miles,  and  that 
such  rate  was  T^^  cents  per  hundred  pounds;  that  the  rate  on 
from  Chilton  to  Milwaukee  was  ly^.  cents  per  hundred  pounds, 
and  the  rate  on  malt  from  Chilton  to  Manitowoc  was  12^/^  cents 
per  hundred  pounds;  that  the  rate  on  barley  and  malt  from 
Chilton,  Hay  ton  and  Kiel,  over  the  line  Crf  the  Chicago,  Milwau- 
kee &  St.  Paul  Railway,  to  Green  Bay,  was  7i/>  cents  per  hun- 
dred pounds.  The  petition  further  averred  that  the  rates; 
charged  from  Chilton,  Hayton  and  Kiel  to  ]\Ianitowoc  for  trans- 
porting barley  are  largely  in  excess  of  the  rates  charged  for 
transporting  barley  to  Milwaukee  for  a  suTjstantially  like  dis- 
tance and  under  substantially  like  circumstances  and  conditions, 
and  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  grain  raisers  that  competition 
be  encouraged  and  that  as  many  available  markets  as  is  reason- 
ably possible  should  be  open  to  them  for  the  disposition  of  their 
produce.  Furthermore,  that  it  is  usual  and  customary  to  make 
the  same  rate  for  transporting  commodities  like  barley  to  the 
various  lake  ports,  where  the  same  is  transported  a  like  distance 
under  substantially  similar  conditions.  The  petition  further 
averred  that  joint  rat^s  were  in  fact  made  between  the  Wiscon- 
sin Central  Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  Railway  Company  on  very  many  products,  and  that  such 
rates  should  be  established  for  the  transportation  of  barley  over 
their  respoctivo  lir^-^s  of  road:  that  in  rnakinjjr  Piich  joint  rates  it 
was  usually  customary  for  the  roads  making  them  to  make  the 
same  charge  that  would  be  made  by  a  single  line  of  road  if  the 
entire  haul  could  be  made  over  it.  The  petition  further  averred 
that  the  charges  made  for  the  transportation  of  barley  from  the 
points  in  question  to  Manitowoc  are  excessive,  unreasonable,  and 
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unjustly  discriminatory,  and  that  the  railway  companies  in  qu'3s- 
t!on  have  refused  and  neglected  to  establish  a  joint  rate  for  the 
transportation  of  barley  over  their  respective  lines,  between  the 
points  in  question.  The  petition  prays  that  a  reasonable  joint 
rate  be  established  by  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  bar!oy  between  the  points  hereinbefore  enumerated. 

The  answer  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railwa    Company  con- 
sists of  various  admissions  and  denials  :»f  the  matters  alleged  in 
the  petition.     As  an  alTirmative  defense  to  the  matters  thereiiL 
:ot  forth,  the  answer  of  tho  c::id  Railway  Company  sets  forth: 
**That  it  cannot  in  and  of  itself  comply  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  petitioner  as  to  joint  rates  as  to  said  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  and  that  the  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  governing  and  controlling  the  ship- 
ments of  barley  of  said  petitioner,  in  the  said  city  of  Manito- 
woc, are  dissimilar  to  those  governing  similar  shipments  to 
other  lake  ports,  by  reason  of  established  trade  and  competi- 
tion, and  that  to  comply  with  the  request  for  aich  joint  rate 
with  the  consent  of  its  co-defendant  would  work  a  pvositive 
and    unjust    discrimination    cs    against    all   other   sliipp.ng 
points  of  like  traffic  to  pther  lake  ports  and  rc.ialt  in  a  divi- 
sion of  the  traffic,  now  solely  tributary  and  controlled  by 
said  petitioner,  from  the  points  mentioned  in  said  petition 
and  other  points,  to  said  city  of  Manitowoc.'* 
The  answer  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukro  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  likewise  consists  of  various  admissions  and  denials,  and 
contains  the  following  affirmative  statement: 

*' Further  answering,  the  respondent  alleges  that  all  of  the 
conditions  controlling  shipments  of  barley  from  Manitowoc 
are  unlike  those  governing  like  shipments  to  other  lake  ports, 
by  reason  of  established  trade  and  c(/mpetition,  and  that  to 
put  in  a  joint- rate  as  prayed  for  by  the  bill  of  complaint 
would  work  an  unjust  discrimination  as  against  other  ship- 
ping points  to  other  lake  ports. '  * 
After  the  proceeding  was  instituted  the  Chilton  Malting  Com- 
pany asked  leave  to  intervene  and  be  heard  on  the  issues  raised 
by  the  petition  of  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company  and  the 
answers  of  the  defendant  Railway   Companies.     Th-e  petition 
filed  by  the  Chilton  Malting  Company  with  the  Commission  is 
somewhat  lengthy.     The  salient  points  covered  by  the  petition 
are  as  follows: 
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Petitioner  is  enagged  in  the  business  of  buying  barley  and 
manufactuing  malt  at  Chilton,  and  shipping  the  same  to  various 
points.     The  petitioner  is  sailing  malt  in  competition  with  malt- 
sters located  at  ^lilwaiikee,  Green  Bay*^,  Manitowoc  and  other 
points.     Ilayton,  New  Ilolstein  and  Kiel  are  but  a  short  distance 
frc»m  Chilton,  the  farthest  village  being  but  eleven  miles  dis- 
tant.    Petitioner  has  an  annual  capacity  of  450,000  bushels  of 
barley,  of  which  amount  from  200,000  to  275,000  bushels  are  an- 
nually marketed  at  Chilton.     The  petitioner  requires  the  greater 
portion  of  the  barley  marketed  at  Ilayton,  New  Ilolstein  and 
Kiel,  in  addition  to  that  marketed  at  Chilton,  to  supply  its  wants 
for  malting  purposes.     The  Wisconsin  Oantral  and  Chicago  & 
North  Western  Railway  Companies  each  reach  Manitowoc  and 
run  through  a  territory  which  produces  large  quantities  of  bar- 
ley.    The  freight  rates  froan  stations  on  the  line  of  read  las' 
named,  to  Chilton,  are  greater  for  like  distances  than  the  freight 
rstes  to  Manitowoc.     The  petitioner  comes  in  competition  with 
the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company  in  selling  malt,  and  the  rates 
on  malt  from  Chilton  to  such  markets  are  as  hij^li  as  the  nite.i 
from  Manitowoc  to  such  markets.     Rates  on  barley  aro  as  high 
to  Chilton  as  they  are  to  IManitowoc,  where  the  coniniodily  is 
transported  over  two  lines  of  railway  in  each  instance.     The  ratp 
on  barley  from  Minneapolis  to  Chilton  is  two  cents  per  hvmdred 
pounds  higher  than  the  rate  on  the  same  commodity  to  ^lanito- 
woc.     The  reduction  in  rates  prayed  for  in  the  petition  of  the 
Manitowoc  ^Malting  Company   would  be  of  no  benefit  to  the 
growers  and  producers  of  barley  in  the  vicinity  of  Ilayton.  Chil- 
ton, New  Ilolstein  and  Kiel,  for  the  reason  that  there  is  already 
abundant  c<mipotition  among  buyers  at  s.'iid  points.     IManitowj'i 
is  not  one  of  the  great  barley  markets  of  the  country,  but,  on  th:» 
contrary,  at  times,  the  prices  of  barley  are  materially  hi.i'lier  at 
Chilton  than  at  Manitowcxi.     If  the  joint  rate  was  made  it  would 
enable  barley  buyers  at  Manitowoc,  in  case  of  special  exijxencies 
to  invade  the  territoiy  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago,  Milv.aiikee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company  and  purchase  barley  for  the  time 
being,  but  as  soon  as  their  immediate  reiuiroments  were  fulfiried 
they  would  again  drop  out  of  those  markets,  thereby  unsettlinix 
the  same,  to  the  injury  of  the  local  buyers,  who  have  very  consid- 
erable investments  in  elevators,  warehouses,  etc ,  of  a  capacity 
sufficient  to  handle  the  crops  raised  in  their  immediate  vicinities 
The  foregoing  statement  contains  a  full  synopsis  of  the  two 
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petitions  and  the  two  answers  filed  with  the  Commission  in  this 
proceeding.  Leave  was  granted  to  the  Chilton  Malting  Company 
to  interv^ene  and  be  heard  in  opposition  to  the  granting  of  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  of  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company. 

At  the  hearing  the  petitioner  was  repre&3nted  by  Hougen  & 
Brady,  its  attorneys;  C.  E.  Yroman  appeared  for  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St,  Paul  Railway  Company,  and  J.  E.  McMuUen 
for  the  Chilton  Malting  Comapny.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Rail- 
way Company  did  not  appear. 

The  various  parties  who  appeared  offered  evidence  tending  to 
support  the  allegations  of  the  pleadings  referred  to.     It  was 
testified  to,  in  behalf  of  the  petitioner,  and  practically  conceded 
by  all  parties,  that  the  present  rates  of  charge  for  transporting 
barley  from  Chilton,  Hayton,  Kiel  and  New  Ilolstein,  to  Manito- 
woc, are  prohibitory,  and  that  no  barley  can  be  moved  between 
those  points  so  long  as  the  present  rates  remain  in  force.     On  be- 
half of  the  Chilton  Malting  Company  it  was  claimed,  that  it 
needed  for  its  own  use,  all  the  barley  marketed  at  Chilton ;  that 
competitive  conditions  w^ere  such,  that  farmers  were  assured  a 
fair  prico  for  barley  in  any  event,  and  that  prices  would  not  be 
increased  by  the  advent  of  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company  on 
the  scene  as  an  active  competitor,  and  that  it  Avould  suffer  loss 
to  the  extent  of  the  freights  it  would  be  compelled  to  pay  on  the 
barley  it  shipped  in  to  make  good  what  was  lost  to  the  petitioner 
at  Chilton,  if  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company  was  allowed  to 
enter  the  field,  without  any  benefit  accruing  to  aijy  one,  except 
perhaps  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Compciny.     It  may,  we  think, 
be  fairly  said  that  the  motives  of  the  two  Malting  Companies  are 
purely  solfish.     The  petitioner  desires  to  purchase  barley  in  the 
territory  in  question  for  its  own  pecuniary  benefit,  while  the  in- 
tervener desires  to  keep  the  petitioner  out  of  this  market  for  its 
pecuniary  interest. 

Tl:c  testimony  showed  that  the  territory  in  question  was  one 
of  the  best  barley  producing  sections  of  the  State  and  that  large 
quantities  of  barley  were  raised  in  the  vicinity  of  the  stations 
named  and  marketed  thereat. 

Vice  President  Ililand  testified  in  behalf  of  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company.  He  did  not  attempt  to 
justify  tho  reasonableness  of  the  rates  from  Chilton,  Hayton, 
Kiel,  etc.,  to  Manitowoc  if  a  joint  rate  was  to  be  established.  He 
did  claim,  however,  that  the  local  rate  charged  by  his  road  to 
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Ililbert  Junction  was  not  excessive  and  that  in  justice  to  itself, 
the  Railway  Company  he  represented  could  not  concede  to  this 
Commission,  or  any  other  body,  the  power  or  authority  to  force 
it  to  mak^  joint  rates. 

A  proceeding  was  brought  by  the  Plumb  <&  Nelson  Company 
a  few  months  ago  for  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  on  L.  C.  L. 
shipments  between  the  city  of  Manitowoc  and  stations  on  the 
line  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway,  betweon  Ilil- 
bert  Junction  and  Plymouth.  The  prayer  of  the  petition  was 
granted,  because,  among  other  reasons  for  granting  the  joint  rate 
it  appeared  that  the  railway  companies  involved,  had  very  gen- 
erally made  joint  rates  on  the  shipment  of  the  kinds  of  freight 
involved,  and  the  stations  in  question  seemed  to  be  an  exception 
to  the  general  rule,  for  which  no  satisfactory  reason  was  given  or 
explanation  offered.  Further,  that  the  sum  of  the  local  rates 
made  an  excessive  charge  for  the  transportation  service  per- 
formed. In  the  decision  in  the  Plumb  &  Nelson  Company  case, 
we  stated  that  a  decision  in  favor  of  the  potitionor  would  not 
establish  a  precedent  to  be  followed  under  all  circumstances  in 
the  future,  and  that  each  case  involvini:^  the  establishment  of  a 
joint  rate,  should  be  decided  on  its  individual  merits.  In  other 
words,  the  decision  in  the  proceeding  referred  to,  would  be  valu- 
able as  a  precedent  only,  where  subsequent  cases  involved  sub- 
stantially similar  facts.  It  occurred  to  us  that  tho  statute  rea- 
sonably contemplated  that  cases  mi<?h  arise  where  joint  rates 
might  be  ordered  and  where  they  might  be  refused.  If  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  legislature  that  they  should  be  granted  in  all 
cases  our  law  makers  would  have  undoubtedly  enacted  a  statute 
compelling  the  carriers  to  make  such  ra*:es  without  the  interven- 
tion of  this  Commission.  If  it  was  the  intention  that  such  rates 
should  be  refused  in  all  cases,  then  the  enactment  of  the  law 
would  be  a  piece  of  stupidity,  of  which  no  legislative  body  would 
be  guilty.  The  legislature  had  in  mind,  no  doubt,  that  cases 
might  arise  where  the  sum  of  the  local  rates  would  be  a  reason- 
able charge  for  a  service  performed  jointly  by  two  or  more  car- 
riers. Furthermore,  railways  frequently  make  low  commodity 
rates  on  raw  materials,  in  consideration  of  receiving  a  reason- 
ably long  haul  on  the  manufactured  product,  which  agreement 
would  be  violated,  in  spirit,  at  least,  if  such  carrier  were  com- 
pelled to  turn  over  such  freij^ht  for  its  proportion  of  a  joint  rate 
to  some  nearby  connecting  line.    Other  instances,  no  doubt, 
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could  be  given  where  it  would  be  unfair  to  compel  roads  to  male  3 
joint  ral'33. 

The  position  of  the  Chicago,  Milwauk^ae  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  in  the  hearing  was,  that  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
incidental  cases  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  decision,  should 
not  be  considered,  and  that  in  ev-sry  such  case  there  is  an  impor- 
tant principle  at  stake  which  the  larger  carriers,  in  justice  to 
their  own  interests,  cannot  surrender.     That  principle  is  that 
carriers  should  be  the  sole  judges  of  the  necessity  or  advisibility 
of  establishing  joint  rates,  and  cannot  concede  anything  that 
would  amount  to  an  abdication  of  such  right  on  thoir  own  part  or 
permit  the  usurpation  of  such  power  by  a  third  party.     The 
reasons  urged  in  support  of  such  contention  are  nunierous.     The 
principal  ones  are:     (a)    That  certain  carriers  would  be  de- 
prived of  the  use  of  a  part  of  their  equipment  when  the  same 
was  needed  on  their  own  lines,     (b)  That  expensive  and  valuable 
terminals  owned  by  the  larger  roads  would  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  smaller  ones,  who  had  no  reciprocal  advantages  to 
offer,  and  the  business  thus  handled  would  hamper  the  larger 
roads  in  taking  care  of  their  own  business,     (c)  That  joint  rates 
are  established  because  reciprocal  and  mutual  advantages  are 
received    by   the   contracting   carriers,    whereas   a   Commission 
might  establish  such  rates  whei-e  the  benefits  were  all  resolved  by 
the  one  carrier  and  the  losses  all  sustained  by  the  other,     (d) 
That  a  producing  line  should  not  be  compelled  to  divert  the  traf- 
fic originating  on  its  road  to  a  rival  carrier,  where  its  own  line 
furnished  good  markets  for  the  articles  produced,     (e)  That  the 
making  of  joint  rates,  under  certain  circumstances,  permitted 
competition  with  buyors  established  on  the  line  of  the  producing 
road,  detrimental  to  such  buyers  and  resulting  in  no  permanent 
benefit  to  the  producer,  and  that  it  is  a  legitimate  proceeding  for 
a  carrier  to  prot/?ct  industries  along  its  line  of  road  by  lessening 
competition  under  such  circumstances,     (f)  That  if  a  joint  rate 
is  established  that  is  less  than  the  sum  of  the  two  locals,  those 
shipping  under  the  local  rates  will  assert  that  they  are  being  dis- 
criminated against  and  will  ask  to  have  a  corresponding  reduc- 
tion made  in  the  local  rates. 

Mr.  Ililand  for  the  IMilwaukee  road  stated  the  position  of  his 
company  clearly  and  forcefully.  He  ^itated,  somewhat  apolo- 
getically we  thought,  that  in  the  advent  of  an  adverse  decision 
bis  coropjiny  would  be  compelled,  for  its  own  protection,  to  have 
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the  decision  of  the  Commission  reviewed,  much  &j  it  disliked  to 
do  so. 

We  desire  to  assure  IMr.  Hiland,  and  all  other  parties  who 
feet  that  this  Commission  is  in  error  in  its  decisions,  that  we 
would  prefer  to  have  them  reviewed  in  the  proper  tribunals. 
We  say  this  in  no  spirit  of  braggadocio.  We  lay  no  claims  to 
infallibility,  and  did  not  graduate  in  the  class  that  never  made 
mi-stakes.  We  desire  no  one  to  suffer  any  wrong  or  injury 
thi-ough  our  decisions.  If  they  are  wrong  we  want  them  cor- 
rected, because  it  is  right  they  should  be,  and  an  early  discov- 
ery of  our  errors  will  serve  to  prevent  a  recurrence  and  repeti- 
tion of  such  errors. 

While  this  Commission  cannot  undertake  to  lay  down  any  gen- 
eral rule  as  to  what  it  will  or  will  not  do,  in  cases  involving  the 
making  of  joint  rates,  its  views  on  tho  general  subject  are  neces- 
sarily  involved  in  the  decision  of  this,  and  another  joint  rate 
case  heard  at  the  same  time.  If  a  railway  company  is  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  private  enterprise  created  for  private  ends,  then, 
the  contention  of  the  carriers  in  this  case  appears  to  be  unan- 
swerable. The  enforced  use  of  the  cars  or  terminals  of  one  rail- 
%vay  company  by  another,  or  the  enforced  diversion  of  traffic 
from  one  road  to  another,  is  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  idea 
of  purely  private  property  rights.  If  a  railway  company  is  not 
a  private  corporation,  but  a  quasi-public  one,  exercising  func- 
tions that  primarily  belong  to  the  state,  and  substantially  acting 
as  the  agent  of  the  state  in  furnishing  highways  for  travel  and 
commerce,  for  which  it  is  entitled  to  exact  a  reasonable  compen- 
sation for  the  service  performed,  an  essentially  different  ques- 
tion arises.  If  we  had  a  system  of  state  owned  railways,  the 
patriarchal  idea,  that  the  state  might  say  who  should  do  business 
in  a  given  locality  and  who  should  not,  and  might  establish 
zones  where  certain  interests  could  monopolize  business  to  the 
exclusion  of  others,  and  divert  commerce  from  its  natural  chan- 
nels to  artificial  ones,  is  an  idea  that  would,  we  think,  be  abhor- 
rent to  the  American  sense  of  justice  and  fair  play.  The  relation 
of  the  carrier  to  the  public  is,  therefore,  we  apprehend,  well 
nigh  the  crucial  test  to  apply  to  the  logic  of  the  arguirjents  ad- 
vanced by  the  carrier  in  this  proceeding. 

That  a  railway  is  not  private  pmperty  in  the  sense  that  the 
owner  may  do  with  it  what  he  lists,  we  think  is  as  well  settled 
as  anything  can  be  by  the  decisions  of  the  courts.    It  was  settled 
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in  our  own  court,  in  Whiting  vs.  S,  <&  F.  Ry.  Co,  25  Wis.,  167, 
and  in  Attorney  General  vs.  Railway  Companies,  35  Wis.,  425. 
In  Munn  vs,  Illinois,  94  U.  S.  113,  126,  tbe  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  held  that  when  private  property  is  affected  with  a 
public  interest  it  ceases  to  be  juris  privati  only,  and  that  proper- 
ty becomes  clothed  with  a  public  interest,  when  used  in  such 
manner  as  to  make  it  of  public  consequence  and  affect  the  com- 
munity at  large.     The  decision  continues: 

**When  tliorefore  one  devotes  his  property  to  a  use  in 
which  the  public  has  an  interest,  he,  in  effect,  grants  to  the 
public  an  interest  in  that  use,  and  must  submit  to  be  con- 
trolled by  the  public  for  the  common  good  to  the  extent  of 
of  the  interest  he  has  thus  created.  He  may  withdraw  his 
grant  by  discontinuing  the  use ;  but  so  long  as  he  maintains 
the  use  he  must  submit  to  the  control. '* 

There  is  still  another  reason  why  a  railroad  company  is  neither 
to  be  regarded  or  treated  as  a  purely  private  corporation,  and 
that  is  because  it  is  in  fact  a  public  highway.  In  Olcott  vs. 
Supervisors  of  Fand  du  Lac,  16  Wall.,  677,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  said : 

*'That  railroads  though  constructed  by  private  corpora- 
tions and  owned  by  them  are  public  highways  has  been  the 
doctrine  of  nearly  all  the  courts  ever  since  such  contrivances 
for  passage  and  transportation  have  1  ad  auy  existence.  Very 
early  the  question  arose  whether  a  state's  right  of  eminent 
domain  could  be  exercised  oy  a  private  corporation  created 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a  railroad  Clearly  it  could 
not,  unless  taking  land  for  such  purpose  by  such  an  agency 
is  taking  land  for  public  use.  The  right  of  eminent  domain 
nowhere  justifies  taking  property  for  private  use.  Yet  it  is 
a  doctriuf.  univei'sally  accepted  that  a  state  legislature  may 
anthovizc  :i.  private  corporation  to  take  land  for  the  construc- 
tion of  saeli  a  road,  making  compensation  to  the  owner.  What 
else  does  this  doctrine  mean,  if  not  that  building  a  railroad, 
though  it  be  built  by  a  private  corporation,  is  an  act  done 
for  a  public  use?  And  the  reason  why  the  use  has  alwajrs 
been  held  a  public  one  is  that  such  a  road  is  a  highway, 
whethcj'  jnndo  by  the  government  itself  or  by  the  agency  of 
corporate  bnrlies  or  even  by  individuals,  when  they  obtain 
their  jiowor  tn  constrnot  it  from  letrislativo  pri'ant.  •  •  • 
Whether  the  use  of  a  railroad  is  a  public  or  private  one  de- 
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pcnds  ia  no  measure  upon  the  question  who  constructed  it 
or  Avho  owns  it.  It  has  never  been  considered  a  matter  of 
any  importance  that  the  road  was  built  by  the  agency  of  a 
private  corporation.  No  matter  who  is  the  agent  the  func- 
tion performed  is  that  of  the  state.  Though  the  ownership 
is  private  the  use  is  public.*' 
In  Cherokee  Nation  vs.  Kansas  Railway  Company,  135  U.  S., 

161,  657,  the  court  said : 

**The  question  is  no  longer  an  open  one  as  to  whether  a 
railroad  is  a  public  highway  established  primarily  for  the 
convenience  of  the  people  and  to  subserve  public  ends,  and 
therefore  subject  to  governmental  control  and  regulation. 
It  is  because  it  is  a  public  highway  and  subject  to  such  con- 
trol that  the  corporation  by  which  it  is  constructed  and  by 
which  it  is  to  be  maintained  may  be  permitted,  under  legis- 
lative sanction,  to  appropriate  private  property  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  right  of, way  upon  making  jii.st  compensration  to 
the  ownor  in  the  mode  prescril)od  by  law."' 
In  Smyth  vs.  Ames,  169  U.  S.,  466,  5i4,  the  coi:rt  said; 

**A  railroad  is  a  public  hii;h;vny  and  none  the  less  so  be- 
cause constructed  and  maintained  through  the  acrencv  of  a 
corporation  deriving  its  existence  and  powers  from  the  state. 
Such  a  corporation  was  created  for  public  purposes.  It  per- 
forms a  function  of  the  state.  Its  authority  to  exercise  th(» 
right  of  eminent  domain  and  to  charge  tolls  was  given  prim- 
arily for  the  hone  fit  of  the  public.  It  is  under  governmental 
control,  tho;igh  such  control  must  be  exercised  with  due  re- 
gard to  the  constitutional  guarantees  for  the  protection  of 
its  property." 
In  United  States  vs.  Joint  Traffic  Ass'n,  171  U.  S.,  505,  tho 

court  said : 

*'The  ordinary  highways  on  land  have  generally  !:•  en  es- 
tablished and  maintained  by  the  public.  When  the  matt' r 
of  the  building  of  railroads  as  highways  aro.^c  a  question 
was  presented  whether  the  state  should  itself  build  th^m 
or  perm:it  others  to  do  it.  The  state  did  not  build  them,  and 
as  their  building  required,  among  other  things,  the  appro- 
priation of  land,  private  individuals  could  not  enforce  such 
appropriation  without  a  grant  from  the  state. 

The  building  and  operation  of  a  railroad  thus  required  a 
public  franchise.     The  state  would  have  had  no  power  to 
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grant  the  right  of  appropriation  unless  the  use  to  which  the 
land  was  put  was  a  public  one.  Taking  land  for  railroad 
purposes  is  a  taking  for  a  public  purpose,  and  the  fact  that 
it  is  taken  for  a  public  purpose  is  the  sole  justification  for 
taking  it  at  all.  The  business  of  a  railroad  carrier  is  of  a 
public  nature,  and  in  performing  it  the  carrier  is  also  per- 
forming, to  a  certain  extent,  a  function  of  government, 
which,  as  counsel  obsLi-vedi,  requires  them  to  perform  the 
services  upon  equal  terms  to  all." 
In  Lake  Shore  <&  Mtcnigan  Southern  Railway  Company  vs. 
Ohio,  173  U,  S.,  285,  302,  the  court  said : 

"In  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  such  a  highway 
(a  railroad),  under  public  sanction,  the  corporation  really 
performs  a  f miction  of  the  state." 

In  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company  vs. 
Smith,  173  U.  S.,  684,  690,  the  court  said: 

"A  railroad  company  although  a  quasi-public  corpora- 
tion, and  although  it  operates  a  public  highway,  has,  never- 
theless, rights  which    the    Irgislature    cannot  take    away 
without  a  violation  of  the  Federal  constitution." 
And  in  the  still  later  case  of  the  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  Rail- 
way  Company  vs.  Jacobson,  189  U.  S.  277,  297,  the  court  held 
that  railway  companies: 

*^Ifold  a  public  franchise  and  government  supervision  is 
therrfore  valid.  They  are  organized  for  the  public  inter- 
est, and  to  subserve  primarily  the   public   good   and   con- 


venience." 


It  is  apparently  so  well  established  that  a  railway  company 
is  a  quasi-public  corporation,  created  and  maintained  primar- 
ily for  the  brneiit  of  the  public,  and  subject  to  public  regula- 
tion and  control,  that  the  general  doctrine  will  not  at  the  pres- 
ent time  be  called  in  question.  The  question  here  involved 
would  socm  to  be  the  extent  to  which  the  control  can  and 
and  should  be  exercised.  The  general  character  of  a  railway 
corporation,  and  of  the  rights  which  the  public  may  exercise 
in  the  way  of  its  control,  having  been  discussed,  it  remains  to 
be  considered  whether  the  exchange  of  traffic  between  roads 
and  the  establishment  of  a  joint  rate  of  charge  falls  outside 
the  legitimate  pale  of  public  regulation.  On  the  obligation  of 
carriers  to  receive  and  transport  cars  of  connecting  lines,  the 
Illinois  Supreme  Court  has  spoken  in  no  uncertain  terms.    In 
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Railway  Company  vs.  Railway   Company,  109  111.,   135,  139, 
where  this  question  was  at  issue,  the  court  said: 

**No  proof  is  needed  to  show  the  extent  and  the  import- 
ance of  the  interests  involved  in  the  decision.     It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  so  much  public  concern  that  judicial  notice  may  be 
taken  of  the  fact  that  cars  belonging  to  different  compan- 
ies are  int^erchanereably  used  on  all  the  principal  railroads? 
in  the  United  States,  and  that  no  company  could  do  any 
considerable  freighting  business  that  did  not  conform  to  this 
general  usage.     Without  such  usage  it  would  be  difficult, 
if,  indeed,  it  would  be  possible,  to  transact  the  commercial 
business  of  the  country.    Freights  for  shipment  across  the 
continent  could  not  well  be  stopped  at  the  terminus  of  each 
carrier's  line,  and  rcehipped  in  cars  of  the  connecting  car- 
rier.    That  would  occasion  more  delay  than  the  necessities 
of  commerco  would  tolerate.     The  extent  of  the  usage  in 
regard  to  the  exchange  and  transportation  of  cars  among 
so  many  different  railroads  would  seem  to  require  such 
exacting  rules  and  regulations  as  would  insure  the  strict- 
est accountability  on  the  part  of  the  companies  that  may 
transfer  or  haul  cars  over  their  respective  roads.'* 
The  court  thus  decides  that  railway  companies  are  common 
carriers  of  cars  as  well  as  of  freight,  and  assume  the  same 
duties  and  liabilities  in  regard  to  their  transportation  as  they 
assume  toward  freight  itself.     Continuing  on  page  141  of  the 
opinion  the  court  says: 

**The  law,  as  has  been  seen,  makes  all  railways  in  this 
state  public  highways,  open  to  the  use  of  all  persons  for  the 
transpr.rtation  of  their  persons  or  property,  under  such  reg- 
ulations as  may  be  prescribed  by  law,  and  it  is  apprehended 
it  is  unlawful  to  make  any  discrimination  as  to  the  prop- 
erty offered  to  be  carried  as  to  whether  it  belongs  to  a  pri- 
vate person  or  to  a  corporation     Tf  it  is  such  property  as 
is  capable  of  being  carried  with  the  means  ordinarily  em- 
ployed by  such  carriers,  the  obligation  is  imperative  and 
the  carrier  must  receive  the  property   and    carry   it  with 
safety,  in  the  way  such  property  is  usually  canned,  and  any 
failure  to  do  so  will  subject  the  carrier  to  damages." 
In  Schumacher  vs,  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry,  Co.,  207  111 ,  199,  205,  tV.e 
the  court  said  that  railroads 
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**must  receive  and  transport  ears,  loaded  and  unloaded, 
over  their  lines,  and  in  doing  so  assume  the  lial)i]ity  of  a 
common  carrier  as  to  both  such  cars  and  freight/' 
The  22nd  General  Assembly  of  the  Legislature  of  Iowa 
passed  an  act  requiring  all  railway  companies  doing  business 
in  that  state,  upon  the  demand  of  any  person  interested,  to  es- 
tablish reasonable  joint  through  rates  for  the  transportation  of 
freight  between  points  on  their  respective  lines  within  the  state, 
and  provided  that  the  railway  companies  in  the  state  should 
receive  and  transport  freight  ajid  cars  over  such  route,  or 
routes,  as  the  shipper  should  elect.  The  law  also  provided 
that  carload  lots  should  be  transferred  without  unloading  from 
the  cars  in  which  the  shipment  was  first  made,  unless  such 
unloading  into  other  cars  should  be  done  without  charge  there- 
for to  the  shippe  •  or  receiver  of  such  carload  lots,  and  further 
provided  that  the  transfer  should  be  made  without  unreason- 
able delay.  The  act  further  provided  that  in  the  event  of  the 
failure  of  the  railway  companies  to  establish  joint  through 
rates,  or  reasonable  rates,  for  such  through  shipment,  it  should 
be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  upon  the 
application  of  any  person  interested,  to  establish  joint  rates 
for  the  shipment  of  freight  in  cars  over  two  or  more  connect- 
ing lines  of  railway  in  the  state. 

The  constitutionality  of  the  law  in  question  was  under  con- 
sideration in  the  case  of  the  Burlinffion,  Ced<ir  Rapids  and 
Northern  Railway  Company  vs.  Dcy;  the  case  being  reported  in 
in  48th  N.  W.,  98.     The  court,  103,  opinion,  said : 

**The  arranging  of  what  is  called  joint  through  rates  is 
not  a  thing  that  is  new  in  the  business  of  railroad  transpor- 
tation. The  current  history  of  the  country  discloses  the 
existence  of  the  practice  among  railroads  to  make  through 
shipments  of  freight  without  change  of  cars.  Nor  is  this 
practice  of  recent  origin.  It  has  existed  whenever  the 
business  of  the  roads  demanded  it.  Expedition  and  econ- 
omy in  transportation  induced  contracts  and  ari'angeraents 
for  through  shipments  between  points  on  connecting  roads. 
It  may  be  that  in  some  cases  the  managers  of  the  roads  re- 
fused or  failed  to  en  -^  into  such  arrangements  or  con- 
tracts, and  it  may  be  that  iv  other  cases  the  business  of  the 
roads  has  not  been  managed  wholly  in  accord  with  the 
best  interests  of  the  corporations  owning  them,  and  witl; 
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the  requirements  of  the  law.  But  such  failure  of  duty- 
does  not  establish  the  right  to  be  exempt  therefrom.  Surely 
the  course  of  business  which  has  been  found,  by  experience 
of  railroad  management,  to  be  promotive  of  economical 
transportation  and  increase  of  business,  thereby  promot- 
ing the  interests  of  the  owners  of  the  railroads  and  the 
shippers,  ought  to  be  pursued;  and,  if  the  railroad  man- 
agement fail  or  refuse  to  pursue  it,  the  state,  as  it  has  done 
in  the  statutes  under  consideration,  ought  to  require  it  to 
be  pursued.  This  the  state  can  do  under  the  authority  it 
possesses  to  regxdate  and  control  carrier$  and  provide  maxi- 
mum  freight'  charges," 

The  railway  companies  contended  that  the  law  in  question 
was  void  because  it  compelled  railway  companies  to  enter  into 
involuntary  contract  agreements  on  the  demand  of  a  third 
party,  and  required  one  company  to  surrender  the  possession 
of  its  cars  to  another,  or  else  unload  the  contents  without  con- 
sideration, and  because  railway  companies  were  required  to 
surrender  the  possession  of  their  cars  to  connecting  carriers 
without  any  provision  in  the  law  for  their  return  or  for  com- 
pensation for  their  use.  Replying  to  such  contention,  the  court 
said: 

*'It  is  not  correct  that  railroad  companies  are,  under  the 
statute,  compelled  to  enter  involuntarily  into  contract  re- 
lations with  each  other.  It  is  true  that  the  statute  requires 
them  to  enter  into  the  contract  for  joint  rates,  thus  impos- 
ing upon  them  the  duty  to  do  so ;  but  the  statute  does  not 
provide  for  enforcing  the  duty  by  proceedings  recognizing 
a  contract  between  the  parties,  if  that,  indeed,  could  be 
done;  nor  does  it  provide  for  penalties  or  forfeitures  for 
failure  to  disc^harge  the  duty;  it  simply  provides  that  in 
case  of  faihire  to  adopt  joint  rates  by  the  companies,  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  shall  prescribe  them,  and  the  com- 
panies shall  not  be  permitted  to  charge  more.  In  that  case 
the  charges  are  not  made  by  the  companies  under  a  con- 
tract, but  pursuant  to  a  duty  and  obligation  imposed  by 
law.  It  is  not  necessary,  in  order  to  support  an  action 
against  a  railroad  company  for  failure  to  fix  joint  rates, 
to  hold  that  it  is  bound  by  an  obligation  as  of  a  contract. 
Its  liability  arises  by  reason  of  its  failure  to  perform  a  duty 
imposed  by  law.    The  statute  in  its  principle  and  its  effect 
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in  this  regard  is  not  different  from  other  rules  of  law  ap- 
plicable to  common  carriers  which  hold  them  liable  for 
failure  to  receive  property  for  transportation.  In  both 
cases  the  carrier  is  liable  for  the  nonperformance  of  duty. 
The  course  of  business  of  railway  companies  origin- 
ating in  the  wants  and  demands  of  commerce,  requires  the 
cars  of  one  company  to  be  delivered  to  another  for  trans- 
portation. It  is  presumed  that  rules  relating  to  compen- 
sation for  the  cars  transported  are  settled  by  agreement  or 
under  rules  recognized  and  prevailing  in  the  business  of 
transportation  by  railroads.  At  all  events,  the  law  pro- 
vides rules  under  which  this  matter  of  compensation  may  be 
settled.  It  is  competent  for  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  if 
it  be  necessary,  to  impose  rules  touching  this  matter,  in 
order  to  aid  the  railroad  companies  in  performing  the  duty 
imposed  by  the  statute  to  provide  for  joint  rates,  or  to  ac- 
quire or  enforce  the  performance  of  that  duty.  The  fact 
thit  the  transfer  of  cars  from  one  company  to  another,  for 
the  transportation  of  property  over  more  than  one  railroad 
without  breaking  bulk,  has  been  practiced  so  long  as  to 
be  recognized  as  of  the  course  of  business,  of  which  we 
will  take  judicial  notice,  is  a  complete  answer  to  the 
complaints  made  in  the  objections  under  consideration. 
Surely  a  course  of  business  so  long  punsued,  and  so  exten- 
sively prevailing  and  demanded  by  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  cannot,  when  recognized  and  required  by  statute, 
become  so  objectionable  in  principle,  so  oppressive  in  oper- 
ation, as  to  require  the  statute  to  be  declared  unconstitu- 
tional. A  railroad  company  as  a  common  carrier  is  re- 
quired to  receive  and  transport  freight  offered  to  it  for 
transportation.  The  reasons  upon  which  this  rule  is 
founded  impose  upon  it  the  obligation  to  haul  cars  for  other 
companies  brought  to  it  for  the  transportation  over  its  own 
road.'' 

The  court  in  the  case  held  that  it  was  only  the  right  of  the 
state,  througji  its  Railroad  Commissicw,  to  establish  joint 
rates,  but  that  it  was  eminently  proper  for  it  to  do  so  where 
the  circumstances  warranted  action  by  the  Commission.  . 

The  same  question  was  before  the  supreme  court  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota  in  the  case  of  Jacobson  vs.  Wisconsin,  Minnesota 
&  Pacific  B.  B  Co.,  reported  in  74th  N.  W.,  893.     In  that  case 
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tile  Railroad  Oommission  of  Minnesota  required  two  railway 
companies  ope^^ating  in  that  state,  and  interseetng  one  another, 
to  make  track  fS4>nnections  whereby  cara  could  be  switched  from 
one  road  to  auother,  and  providing  for  the  interchange  of 
traffic  between  juch  roads.  One  of  the  railway  companies  in- 
volved contended  that  the  action  of  the  Commission  was  il- 
legal, and  that  ^he  statute  under  which  it  acted  was  unconsti- 
tutional.    The  u)urt,  on  page  895  of  the  opinion,  said; 

*'As  incidvntal  to  the  operation  of  its  road  a  railroad 
company  has  the  power  to  interchange  cars  with  other  con- 
necting comjviinies,  and  this  is  the  ordinary  and  usual  way 
of  doing  business.  We  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  the 
legislature  ha>^  the  power  to  compel  a  common  carrier  to  do 
business  in  tht  ordinary  and  usual  way,  and  therefore  may 
compel  such  iixterchange  of  cars  as  incidental  to  the  l^^isi- 
ness  for  which  the  company  was  chartered.'* 
Continuing,  the  *50urt  said: 

''Appellant  suggests  that  eases  may  arise  where  it  would 
b^  compelled  to  deliver  its  ears  to  another  carrier  who  was 
insolvent  or  where  the  couplings,  air  brakes  or  other  ap- 
pliances of  the  cars  of  one  of  the  carriers  will  not  match 
with  those  of  the  other,  and  where  it  would  be  unsafe  to 
haul  such  other  cars.  It  is  only  necessary  to  say  that  such 
cases  can  be  disposed  of  when  they  arise.  There  is  no  sug- 
gestion that  this  is  any  such  a  case.  Appellant  seems  to 
contend  that  this  statute  attempts  to  make  two  or  more 
railway  companies  partners  for  the  purposes  of  such 
through  shipment;  that  it  attempts  to  compel  the  making 
of  a  joint  shipping  contract,  by  which  each  company  will  be 
liable  for  all  the  defaults  of  the  others  in  the  through  ship- 
ment; and  that,  therefore,  the  statute  is  unconstitutional 
and  void.  The  statute  merely  provides  that,  in  case  all  the 
railroad  companies  concerned  in  the  through  shipment  fail 
to  fix  a  reasonable  total  sum  for  the  total  haul,  the  Com- 
mission shall  do  so  for  them.  There  is  nothing  in  this 
which  requires  any  company  to  assume  any  liability  be- 
yond its  own  line  for  the  acts  of  others  in  making  the 
haul.'' 

An  appeal  was  taken  from  the  decision  in  this  case  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  decision  of  the 
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Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  was  aflirmed.    The 
decision  is  found  in  volume  179,  U.  S.  287. 

In  the  Jacobson  case  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  question  of  compelling  the  railway  companies  to  make 
joint  track  connections  was  the  only  one  involved  in  the 
judgment,  and  that  under  the  facts  disclosed  in  the  case  before 
the  court,  it  was  a  legitimate  exercise  of  legislative  power  to 
compel  the  connection  even  though  the  carriers  c?ight  be 
obliged  to  condemn  additional  lands  in  order  to  co'^ply  with 
the  judgment. 

The  Minnesota  statute  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  case  was 
again  under  consideration  in  an  action  to  review  a  decision  bj'' 
ihe  Minnesota  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commission  making  a 
joint  rate  on  coal  carried  by  the  St.  Paul  &  Duluth  and  Minn- 
eapolis &  St.  Louis  Railway  Companies.  The  ease  is  reported 
in  volume  80,  Minnesota  Reports,  193.  In  this  case  the  Minn- 
esota Court  held  that  the  statute  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  establish  by  order  joint  through  rates  for  the  transport^ation 
of  freight  over  two  or  more  connecting  lines  of  railway  within 
the  state,  did  not  violate  any  constitutional  provisions,  federal 
or  state.  In  this  case  there  was  a  joint  rate  in  effect  when  the 
proceedings  were  instituted,  but  subsequently  the  carriers  at- 
tempted to  withdraw  such  joint  rate.  This  case  was  likewise 
appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  is  re- 
ported in  volume  186,  U.  S.  257.  Here  also  the  Federal  Supreme 
Court  sustained  th-e  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Minne- 
sota. The  Federal  Court  held,  however,  that  the  right  of  the 
State  Commission  to  compel  the  railway  companies  to  make 
and  enforce  the  joint  rates  in  the  first  instance  was  not  neces- 
sarily involved  in  the  decision,  inasmuch  as  joint  rates  were 
in  effect  when  the  proceeding  was  instituted.  The  court  held 
that  such  proceeding  could  not  be  evaded  or  nullified  by  the 
subsequent  action  of  the  carriers  in  withdrawing  the  joint  rate. 
The  argument  of  the  court  in  deciding  the  case,  however,  is 
entirely  in  favor  of  the  right  of  the  state  to  provide  for  such 
rates.     The  court  in  part  said : 

**We  are  bound  to  recognize  the  fact  that  modem  com- 
merce is  largely  carried  on  over  railways  owned  and  oper- 
ated by  difl'erent  companies;  that  Congress  in  passing  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  assumed  the  power  to  determine 
the  reasonableness  of  joint  tariffs  as  applied  to  connecting 
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Lnes  Lot  ween  several  states,  Cincinnati  etc.  B.  B.  Co.  vs.  Int. 
Com.  Com.,  162  U.  S.,  184,  and  that,  if  the  power  of  the  state 
commission  were  limited  to  the  tariflEs  of  a  single  road,  it 
would  be  wholly  inefficacious  in  a  large  number,  if  not  in 
a  majority,  of  cases — in  fact  that  the  whole  purpose  of  the 
act  might  be  defeated." 
Referring  to  the  Jacobson  case,  the  court  said: 

**The  case  did  not  involve  the  right  of  the  Commission 
to  prescribe  joint  through  rates  for  the  transportation  of 
freight  between  points  on  their  respective  lines,  but  if  any 
inferences  are  to  be  derived  from  the  opinion,  they  are  in 
favor  of  such  right/' 

The  decision  heretofore  cited  might  be  supplemented  by 
many  others  holding  like  doctrines.  If  there  is  any  question 
about  the  right  of  a  state  legislature,  or  of  a  commission  em- 
powered by  the  legislature,  to  make  joint  rates,  that  question 
should  be  settled.  The  question  is  extremely  important  in 
view  of  the  demands  that  may  be  made  for  such  rates  in  the 
future.  It  is  important  in  view  of  the  vast  number  of  joint 
rates  now  in  for  e,  and  the  large  volume  of  traffic  that  moves 
thei'eunder,  for  in  the  absence  of  regulative  power  on  the  part 
of  the  state  such  rates  may  be  withdrawn  at  any  time.  A  gen- 
eral withdrawal  of  such  rates  would  mean  a  very  material 
raise  in  rates.  The  refusal  of  railways  to  permit  their  equip- 
ment to  leave  their  own  lines  and  to  receive  cars  from  con- 
necting lines  would  transform  many  an  important  highway 
of  commerce  into  a  mere  cul  de  sac. 

We  apprehend  that  the  real  question  at  issue  here  is  not 
whether  the  carriers  interested  will  be  better  off  if  the  joint 
rate  is  refused  than  they  will  be  if  it  is  put  into  effect.  On  the 
contrary,  we  think,  in  view  of  what  has  been  said,  the  real 
question  is,  what  is  a  reasonable  compensation  for  transporting 
barley  from  the  stations  named  in  the  petition,  to  Manitowoc. 
It  is  admitted  that  the  present  rate  of  charge  is  prohibitory 
and  that  no  grain  can  move  under  it.  Leaving  out  the  con- 
sideration of  the  reasonableness  of  the  two  local  rates  now 
charged,  the  sum  of  two  reasonable  locals  does  not  make  a 
reasonable  joint  rate.  This  was  the  contention  in  the  Minpe- 
sota  rate  case  cited  before.  It  was  answered  by  the  court  as 
follows : 
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"There  is  an  underlying  fallacy  in  the  argument  of  the 
railroad  company  in  this  connection  that  the  sum  of  two 
reasonable  locals  cannot  be  uni*easonable ;  and  as  it  is  ad- 
mitted that  $1.25  per  ton  is  a  reasonable  local  rate  for  trans- 
porting coal  from  Duluth  to  Minneapolis  over  the  St.  Paul 
&  Duluth  Road,  and  that  the  local  rates  for  coal  from  Min- 
neapolis to  the  designated  stations  westward  and  south- 
ward are  also  reasonable,  it  is  impossible  that  a  through  rate 
from  Duluth  to  the  same  station  which  does  not  exceed  the  ag- 
gregate of  these  two  rates,  can  be  unreasonable.  We  can- 
not assent  to  this  proposition.  The  practice  of  the  railways 
in  this  country  is  almost  universally  to  the  contrary,  and  h 
through  tariff  is  almost  always  fixed  at  a  less  sum  than  the 
aggregate  of  local  tariffs  between  nearby  stations  on  the 
same  road."     262  op. 

As  a  reason  for  the  differences  in  charges  the  court  discusses 
the  relative  expense  of  handling  business  on  short  and  long 
hauls. 

We  have  carefully  considered  the  plausible  argument  ad- 
vanced by  the  able  counsel  for  the  intervenor.  It  is,  in  sub- 
stance, that  his  client  is  not  rich  as  compared  with  some  of  its 
present  competitors  or  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Company;  that 
it  has  considerable  money  invested  in  its  plants  and  in  eleva- 
tors at  and  between  Kiel  and  Chilton ;  that  some  of  the  condi- 
tions under  which  it  does  business  are  disadvantageous;  that 
increased  competition  at  the  points  where  it  now  buys  barley 
will  compel  it  to  transport  this  kind  of  grain  from  greater  dis- 
tances and  at  a  higher  rate  of  freight;  that  it  is  not  improbable 
that  the  increased  competition  will  result  in  raising,  prices 
locally  for  the  time  being,  so  as  to  force  it  out  of  business;  that 
such  result  will  be  followed  by  a  reduction  in  prices  beyond  a 
reasonable  limit,  and  finally,  that  a  decision  adverse  to  coun- 
sel's contention  would  tend  to  crush  the  small  operator  and 
discriminate  in  favor  of  the  large  one.    Counsel  says: 

**  We  do  not  understand  that  the  law  contemplates  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  create  points  of  business 
or  monopolies  for  individuals  or  corporations,  by  fixing  rail- 
road rates  for  the  sole  benefit  of  such  individual  or  cor- 
poration. If  the  rates  are  equal  for  all  who  have  occasion 
to  use  such  rates,  then  the  rates  cannot  be  considered  unjust 
or  unreasonable. 
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We  do  not  understand  the  meaning  of  the  law  to  be  that 
the  Commission  is  called  upon  to  establish  either  joint 
or  special  rates  in  the  interest  of  a  single  individual,  cor- 
poration or  locality,  on  a  special  article  of  commerce  for 
individual  benefit. 

We  understand  the  intention  of  the  law  to  be,  to  pro- 
tect the  smaller  investor  and  his  interests  and  prevent  them 
from  being  wiped  out  by  the  combination  of  large  capital  and 
l)y  the  aid  of  railroads  in  fixing  better  rates  for  the  large  than 
the  small  shipper.  This  is  the  crying  evil  at  which  the  law 
was  aimed. 

If  a  different  construction  was  placed  upon  the  law 
then  that  above  indicated  its  usefulness  is  destroyed,  and 
love's  labor  lost,  and  it  becomes  a  machine  to  punish,  in- 
stead of  benefiting  *  God's  patient  poor.'  " 

The  foregoing  contains  a  queer  mixture  of  truth  and  sophis- 
try, of  good  i)rincipJes  and  of  poor  application  of  them. 

As  far  as  we  know,  the  small  shipper  has  never  demanded 
that  he  be  given  privileges  denied  the  larger  one.  In  any 
event  he  is  not  entitled  to  them.  What  he  has  demanded,  and 
what  he  is  clearly  entitled  to,  is  the  same  treatment  that  is  ac- 
corded his  powerful  competitor.  He  should  be  accorded  no 
less,  and  cannot,  with  justice,  claim  more.  He  is  entitled  to 
use  the  public  and  quasi-public  highways  of  the  country  on 
not  only  the  same  terms  that  his  more  powerful  neighbor  does, 
but  also  for  a  reasonable  compensation.  Rebates  and  other 
favors  have  in  the  past  done  much  to  eliminate  the  small  oper- 
ator, but  in  the  process  of  elimination  the  establishment  of 
zones,  where  the  trade  could  be  monopolized  by  a  few,  has 
played  an  important  part.  The  opening  up  of  the  highways 
of  commerce  to  all  on  equal  terms  cannot  operate  injuriously 
to  the  small  operator.  To  our  minds  the  establishment  of  the 
principle  for  which  the  Chilton  Malting  Company  contends 
might  well  be  a  veiy  unfortunate  thing  for  it.  It  has,  in  the 
territory  it  hopes  to  partially  monopolize,  competition  strong 
enough  to  crush  it  in  those  markets  any  time  the  competitor 
sees  fit.  A  barley  crop  failure  in  its  vicinity,  or  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  its  competitor  to  eliminate  it  from  the  field  of  com- 
petition, may  force  it  to  seek  other  markets  for  the  purchase  of 
its  product.    The  establishment  of  joint  rates  gives  it  a  larger 
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field  to  choose  from,  and  lessens  the  liability  of  its  bein^  put 
out  of  business  by  some  vindictive  and  unscrupulous  neighbor. 

We  hardly  think  counsel  seriously  intends  that  this  case 
should  be  decided  adversely  to  the  petitioner  because  it  is  a 
large  operator  while  his  client  is  a  small  one.  If  this  line  of 
argument  should  be  adopted  and  a  decision  were  made  in  ac- 
cordance therewith  it  would  follow,  that,  if  conditions  were  re- 
versed, a  contrary  decision  should  be  arrived  at.  The  relative 
wealth  of  the  parties  appearing  before  a  court  or  a  body  of  this 
kind  would  furnish  a  very  poor  basis  on  which  to  rest  a  deci- 
sion. 

We  think  it  is  a  basic  principle  that  all  persons  desiring  to 
use  the  quasi-public  highways  of  our  country  should  be  accord- 
ed the  privilege  of  doing  so,  on  payment  of  a  reasonable  compen- 
sation for  the  service  performed,  and  that  no  greater  compen- 
sation should  be  exacted  from  one  than  from  another  for  a  like 
service.  We  believe  that  the  observance  of  this  principle  will 
stimulate  competition  and  redound  to  the  advantage  of  the 
small  shipper,  and  that  the  violation  of  it  rarely,  if  ever, 
redounds  to  his  advantage.  It  seems  to  us  to  be  alien  to  the 
purpose  of  a  public  service  corporation  to  refuse  to  abide  by 
this  principle,  and  to  dictate  who  shall  and  who  shall  not  do 
business  on  its  line  of  road.  We  believe  it  is  just  as  impor- 
tant for  one  malting  company  as  it  is  for  the  other  that  per- 
sons desiring  the  use  of  highways,  upon  which  toll  is  charged, 
should  have  the  untrammeled  right  to  do  so  on  payment  of  a 
reasonable  price  for  the  service,  even  though  the  enforcement 
of  the  principle  may  temporarily  work  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  Chilton  Malting  Company.  Monopoly  is  not  built  on  the 
observance  of  any  such  principle,  but  by  departing  from  it. 

Aside  from  this,  it  appears  to  us  that  increase  in  competition 
between  buyers  should  result  beneficially  to  the  producer. 
There  may  be  isolated  cases  where  this  result  will  not  follow, 
but  certainly  the  tendency  of  active  competition  is  to  produce 
reasonable  prices.  The  Manitowoc  market  is  now  closed  to  the 
territory  in  question.  Besides  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Com- 
pany, there  are  two  other  large  estiiblishments  and  a  number 
of  small  ones  engaged  in  buying  barley  at  Manitowoc.  If  the 
competition  of  the  IManitowoc  Malting  Company  does  not  re- 
sult in  increased  prices,  we  are  unable  to  say  that  other  com- 


Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  173 

petitors  may  not  appear  upon  the  scene,  whose  invasion  of  the 
field  will  result  in  increased  prices. 

The  intervenor  asks  that  if  relief  is  granted  on  the  applica- 
tion before  the  Commission,  that  joint  rates  should  also  be  put 
in  force  so  as  to  enable  the  Chilton  Malting  Company  to  ship 
over  the  Wisconsin  Central  and  Northwestern  Lines.  The 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  Bailway  Company  is  not  before  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding.  None  of  the  railways  in- 
volved have  been  heard  on  the  matter  suggested  in  the  brief. 
The  inter\'enor  has  a  perfect  right  to  bring  the  matter  sug- 
gested before  the  Commission  for  determination.  Its  petition 
will  receive  careful  consideration.  In  so  far. as  this  decision 
establishes  a  precedent,  it  will  be  followed,  unless  we  conclude 
the  preeedi^nt  is  wrong.  If  we  are  convinced  of  our  error  we 
will  feel  entirely  free  to  correct  it. 

We  have  carefully  considered  the  argument  of  the  Chilton 
Malting  Company,  to  the  effect  that  it  did  not  receive  as  ad- 
vantageous rates  as  were  received  by  the  Manitowoc  Malting 
Company,  either  on  barley  shipped  in  for  the  purpose  of  manu- 
facture into  malt  or  on  malt  shipped  to  the  consuming  mar- 
kets after  the  process  of  manufacture  was  completed.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  tariffs  discloses  the  fact  that  the  conditions  in 
each  case  are  substantially  alike.  The  Manitowoc  Malting 
Company  is  able  to  procure  fuel  more  cheaply  than  the  Chilton 
Llalting  Company,  but  we  do  not  think  this  consideration  is  of 
sufficient  importance  to  warrant  the  Manitowoc  Malting  Com- 
pany being  shut  out  from  the  market  at  Chilton,  and  the  other 
markets  in  its  immediate  vicinity,  altogether. 

The  reasonableness  of  the  existing  rates  remains  to  be  con- 
sidered. It  is  usual  where  joint  rates  are  made  to  establish 
the  same  rates  that  would  prevail  if  the  entire  service  were 
performed  by  one  line  of  road.  It  is  conceded  in  the  case  be- 
fore us  that  the  existing  rates  are  prohibitory,  although  the 
lonp:est  distance  involved  is  but  forty-five  miles.  Under  cer- 
tain conditions  the  Wisconsin  Central  Line  hauls  barley  from 
Minneapolis  to  Manitowoc,  a  distance  of  330  miles,  for  7^4  cents. 
It  hauls  still  longer  distances  to  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  at  the 
R?me  rate.  It  applies  its  7i/>  cent  rate  on  barley  locally  on  its 
lire  from  Manitowoc  to  Fremont,  a  distance  of  sixty-five  miles. 
It  applies  a  10  cent  rate  to  stations  on  its  line  as  far  distant 
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from  Manitowoc  as  Prentice  and  Eau  Claire;  the  distance  to 
Eau  Claire  being  226  miles  and  to  Prentice  204  miles. 

The  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Omaha  Company,  makes  rates  on  barley,  under 
certain  conditions,  from  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  to  Manito- 
woc, Milwaukee  and  Chicago  of  7^2  cents  per  100  poimds.  The 
Milwaukee  road  makes  the  same  rate  to  JVIilwaukee  and  Chi- 
cago. The  latter  road  carries  barley  locally  to  Green  Bay,  a 
distance  56.6  miles,  for  714  cents;  to  Chilton,  a  distance  of  76 
miles  for  7^/2  cents,  and  to  Milwaukee,  a  distance  of  63.8  miles, 
for  the  same  rate.  It  ships  barley  or  malt  from  Plymouth  and 
intermediate  stations  to  Kewaunee,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Green  Bay  road,  at  a  joint  rate  of  7^2  cents,  the  distance  be- 
ing 90  miles.  There  is  a  proportional  rate  from  Green  Bay  to 
Milwaukee  of  7Y2  cents  on  barley,  and  a  local  rate  of  8Y2  cents. 
Comparisons  might  be  multiplied  without  number,  tending  to 
show,  as  far  as  they  can  show,  that  the  rates  complained  of 
are  excessive,  where  the  entire  service  performed  is  taken  into 
account.  From  the  standpoint  of  absolute  reasonableness,  and 
eliminating  comparisons,  we  think  the  rates  involved  are  ex- 
cessive, and  determine  that  a  rate  from  Chilton  and  Hay  ton  to 
Manitowoc  of  7Y2  cents  per  hundred  pounds  on  barley  in  car- 
load lots,  and  of  8  cents  per  himdrcd  pounds  from  Kiel  and 
New  Holstein  to  Manitowoc,  is  in  each  case  ample  to  afford  a 
fair  meed  of  compensation  to  the  Railway  Companies  involved. 

It  js  therefore  ordered,  that  for  the  future  the  rate  to 
be  charged  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  and  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  in  the 
aggregate,  for  transporting  barley  from  Chilton  and  Hay  ton  to 
Manitowoc,  Wisconsin,  in  car  lead  lots,  shall  not  exceed  seven 
and  one-half  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  and  that  the  rate  to  be 
charged  by  said  Railway  Companies,  in  the  aggregate,  for 
transporting  barley  in  car  load  lots  from  Kiel  and  New  Hol- 
stein to  Manitowoc  shall  not  exceed  eight  cents  per  hundred 
pounds. 

Dated  this  13th  day  of  June,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN. 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 

HxVLFORD    ErICKSON, 

Commissioners, 
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No.  39. 

SANDOVAL  ZINC  COMPANY 

vs. 
MINERAL  POINT  &  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

No  appearance  on  behalf  of  Petitioner. 
McIUhon  &  Spensley,  for  Respondent. 

Petition  alleging  excessive  and  discriminatory  rates  for  the 
transportation  of  zinc  and  lead  ore. 

Held,  that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  respondent  Railway  Company 
has  been  operated  at  a  loss  the  rates  eomplalned  of  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  excessive,  nor  has  discrimination  been  dis- 
closed. 

Complaint  was  filed  by  the  above  named  petitioner  against  the 
above  named  Railway  Company  before  tho  Railroad  Commis- 
sion under  date  of  J\Iay  3,  1906,  which  petition  alleged  in 
substance  that  the  petitioner  was  engaged  in  the  smelting  busi- 
ness at  Chicago;  111.;  that  the  Railway  Company  was  carrying 
zinc  and  lead  ore  from  places  on  its  line  in  conjunction  with  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  and  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  to  Peru  and  La  Salle  in 
the  State  of  Illinois  for  which  service  said  Railway  Company  re- 
ceived less  than  25  cents  per  ton  for  the  services  performed  by 
it  on  its  line  of  road  and  that  for  like  service  the  respondent 
charged  the  petitioner  60  cents  per  ton  for  tho  same  capacity 
cars  loaded  with  the  same  material,  and  destined  for  Sandoval, 
111. 

To  this  petition  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany filed  its  answer  in  which  it  alleged  that  its  line  was  entire- 
ly within  the  State  of  Wisconsin;  that  the  charge  made  to  the 
petitioner  was  made  on  the  basis  of  the  regular  Wisconsin  dis- 
tarice  tariff  applicable  to  the  material  ahipfod.  That  it  had  a 
joint  rate  on  lead  and  zinc  ore  with  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
and  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Companies  for  the 
transportation  of  such  commodity  from  points  on  its  line  to  La 
Salle  and  Peru  in  the  State  of  Illinois  such  rate  being  $1.40  per 
ton.    It  denied  that  it  received  but  25  cents  per  ton  as  its  pro- 
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portion  of  the  joint  rate  and  also  denied  that  the  rate^  in  ques- 
tion was  either  discriminatory  or  excessive. 

The  hearing  on  the  issue  waa  set  for  June  19^  but  it  was  ad- 
jaamed  until  June  26,  1906.  At  such  hearing  the  petitioner 
did  not  appear;  the  respondent  appeared  by  its  attorneys,  Spen- 
srley  &  Mellhon  and  submitted  its  testimony  relative  to  the  issues 
joined.  It  appeared  that  the  petitioner  was  engaged  to  some  ex- 
tent in  shipping  ore  from  points  on  the  ^Mineral  Point  &  North- 
em  Railway  to  Sandoval  in  the  State  of  Illinois;  that  ore  was 
likewise  shipped  from  various  points  on  the  line  of  the  Mineral 
Point  &  Northern  Railway  to  La  Salle  and  Peru  in  the  State  of 
Illinois,  and  that  to  the  latter  points  a  joint  rate  was  made 
between  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway  Company 
and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company,  the 
rate  of  charge  being  $1.40  per  ton,  of  which  amount 
the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway  Company  received 
46  2-3  per  cent;  that  Sandoval  is  situated  on  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral Railroad  and  is  not  reached  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company  or  Chicago  &  Northwestm  Rail- 
way Company;  that  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway 
Company,  does  -not  connect  with  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road Company,  but  dc6s  connect  with  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul  and  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Com- 
panies, and  finally  that  no  joint  rate  could  be  made  to  Sandoval 
from  points  on  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway  that 
did  not  involve  at  least  three  carriers,  the  Illinois  Central 
Railroad  Company,  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company 
or  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company.  , 

The  shipment  of  ore  from  points  on  the  ]\Dneral  Point  &  North- 
em  Railway  to  Sandoval,  IllinoLs,  considered  as  an  entirety  is  an 
inter-state  shipment  pure  and  simple.  If  a  joint  rate  is  made 
covering  such  shipment  it  must  necessarily  involve  intor-state 
transportation.  This  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  inter- 
state shipments  and  has  no  power  or  authority  to  compel  carriers 
to  make  joint  rates  between  points  in  this  state  and  neighboring 
states.  If  the  petitioner  has  any  redress  in  this  behalf  it  must  be 
before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  The  petition  in 
form  does  not  ask  for  the  establishment  of  a  joint  rate,  but  if 
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the  facts  warranted  the  establishment  of  such  rate  the  petition 
could  be  amended  and  the  other  carriers  and  interests  brought 
in  as  parties  defendant.  An  objection  to  such  proceeding  that 
the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  to  act  would  bo  fatal  and  if 
no  such  objection  were  made  the  Commission  would  not  feel  war- 
ranted in  traveling  outside  of  the  law  to  establish  a  rate  which 
it  had  no  right  to  establish. 

The  only  question  in  connection  with  the  complaint  is  wheth- 
er or  not  the  rate  charged  by  the  respondent  carrier  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  of  60  cents  per  ton  for  transporting-  the  ore  in 
question  a  distance  of  eight  miles  is  excessive.  The  reasonable- 
ness of  that  rate  cannot  be  determined  by  the  fact  that  on  ship- 
ments made  by  it  a  like  distance  over  its  line  of  road  to  points 
on  the  lines  that  it  connects  with  and  with  which  it  has  joint 
traffic  arrangements  are  less  than  the  local  rate  charged  in  the 
present  instance  where  no  joint  rate  is  made.  This  is  established 
by  the  decisions  of  the  courts.  It  also  appears  from  the  testi- 
mony that  the  joint  rates  now  in  existence  were  beneficial  to  the 
respondent  carrier  because  of  reciprocal  advantages  which  it  re- 
ceives from  those  carriers  on  incoming  freight. 

If  the  respondent  Railway  Company  were  an  old  well  estab- 
lished line  of  road,  doing  a  large  amount  of  traffic  and  earning 
a  large  income  on  its  investment  a  materially  different  question 
would  be  raised  in  reference  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate 
in  question  from  that  which  now  confronts  us..  The  Mineral 
l^oint  &  Northern  Railway  Company  has  been  in  existence  but 
a  short  time  and  is  only  thirty  miles  long;  from  the  sworn  re- 
port of  the  company  filed  in  this  office  it  appears  that  it  began 
business  in  the  Fall  of  1904,  and  that  from  the  time  it  b^an  up 
to  the  31st  day  of  December,  1905,  a  period  of  a  little  more 
than  a  year,  its  gross  earnings  amounted  to  $28,978.04;  that 
its  operating  expenses  during  the  same  period  amounted  to 
$33,286.13,  and  further  that  the  interest  on  its  fixed  charges 
during  the  same  period  amounted  to  $14,258.34,  leaving  a  de- 
ficit of  about  $19,000  from  the  time  the  company  had  been  in 
operation  up  to  December  31,  1905.  These  conditions  would 
not  warrant  this  Commission  in  holding  that  the  rate  in  question 
was  excessive.  There  is  nothinfg  before  the  Commission  to  show 
that  it  is  discriminatory. 
12— R.  R. 
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It  Is  Therkfore  Ordered  that  the  prayer  of  petitioner  be 
denied  and  that  the  complaint  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  dismissed. 
Dated  this  27th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners, 


No.  40. 


E.  R.  WAGNER  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  AND  ST.  PAUL  RY.  CO.,  CHI- 
CAGO.  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RY.  CO.  AND  CHI- 
CAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  AND  OMAHA  RY. 
CO. 

Petition  rei^arding  rat*3s  on  springs  and  axles  for  children's 
vehicles.  The  Western  Classification  gives  shipments  of  this 
kind  third  class  rates,  which  are  alleged  to  be  excessive  as  com- 
pared with  numerous  other  rates  enumerated  in  the  petition. 
After  a  conference  between  petitioner  and  traffic  officials,  th« 
Commission  was  requested  to  discontinue  proceedings  because 
the  Railway  Company  agreed  to  put  in  rates  which  the  petitioner 
regarded  as  equitable. 


No.  41. 


E.  R.  WAGNER  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

Petition  regarding  the  rates  on  iron  forgings,  less  than  car 
lots,  packed  in  boxes,  bags  and  barrels.  Specific  rates  are  com- 
plained of  as  being  excessive  and  discriminatory.  A  satisfactory 
fl^reement  wa^  arrived  at  and  the  petition  withdrawn. 


Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  1Y9 

No.  42. 

DON  C.  HALL 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
C.  E.  Vroman,  for  respondent. 

Complaint  against  the  C.  M-.  &  St.  P.  "Ry].  Co.  for  refusing  to 
carry  a  private  theatrical  car. 

Held,  (1)  That  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  Is  nor  «  commoa  carrier  of 
private  cars; 
(2)  That  the  past  practice  or  custom  of  the  C.  M.  ft  St.  P.  Ry.  Co. 
of  carrying  private  cars  does  not  have  the  force  of  law  com- 
pelling it  to  do  so  in  the  future,  which  would,  in  efCect,  make 
it  a  common  carrier  of  private  cars. 

The  petitioner  is  the  manager  of  a  dramatic  company  with 
his  permanent  residence  at  Stevens  Point,  Wisconsin.  His 
petition  sets  forth  that  the  Chicago,  ]\Iihvaiikoc  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company  has  refused  to  transport  a  car  owned  by 
him,  giving  as  the  cause  of  such  refusal  the  explanation  that 
the  said  Railway  Company  had  since  January  1,  1906,  ** dis- 
continued the  handling  of  private  cars  belonging  to  theatrical, 
carnival  or  show  companies";  that  in  such  refusal  the  com- 
pany has  shown  evidence  of  discrimination  by  stating  that 
only  certain  privrto  cars  were  no  longer  being  handled  by  it; 
that  in  reply  to  petitioner's  letter  of  remonstrance  the  com- 
pany stated  that  *'they  could  not  con.scnt  to  haul  cars  owned 
by  others";  that  since  January  1,  and  since  the  receipt  of 
the  above  mentioned  letters  from  the  company,  the  cars  of 
other  individuals,  corporations  and  companies  have  been  car- 
ried by  said  company,  and  that  this  is  an  unjusrt  discrimination; 
that  such  discriminaton  is  contrary  to  law  as  recorded  in  sec- 
tion 1828,  chapter  87,  Statutes  of  1898,  and  to  sections  4,  11 
and  23,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905;  that  he  has  been  dam- 
aged to  the  extent  of  three  hundred  dollai's,  and  that  he  asks 
to  have  his  rights  restored  and  to  recover  damages  according 
to  the  provisions  of  section  25,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905 ; 
that  therefore  the  said  Railway  Company  be  required  to  answer 
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the  charges  set  forth  in  the  petition  and  that  after  the  cus- 
tomary hearing  and  investigation  the  Commission  make  an 
order  commanding  the  Railway  Company  to  cease  and  desist 
from  continuing  the  discriminations  complained  of  and  to  af- 
ford such  othir  and  further  relief  as  the  Commission  may  deem 
just  and  fair  in  the  premises. 

This  petition  was  filed  May  15,  1906.  Statements  bearing 
upon  the  petition  were  submitted  to  the  Commission  by 
representatives  of  the  company  June  20,  and  sworn  testi- 
mony was  submitted  July  5,  1906.  The  petitioner  appeared 
before  the  Co:umi.v«ion  and  argued  his  case  July  26,  1906. 

The  respondent  Railway  Company,  through  C.  E.  Vroman, 
its  assistant  geuv  ral  solicitor,  interposed  a  demurrer,  which 
wa.s  later  withdrawn  and  testimony  submitted  as  noted  above. 

The  abstract  qiicstiui  ius  to  whether  the  Railway  Company  is 
liable  generally  as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of 
private  cars  was  raised  but  not  argued.  The  present  decision 
is  CGiiiir.ed  to  the  specific  question  involved  in  the  petition, 
nanuly,  whetlier  or  not  the  Railway  Company  is  a  common 
carrier  of  private  theatrical  cars. 

The  enrly  theoiy  resrarding  railways  was  that  a  railroad 
should  be  accessible  to  diftcrent  shippers  or  transporters, 
possibly  competing  with  one  onother  over  the  same  track. 
The  only  restriction  placed  upon  the  exercise  of  this  right 
was  that  the  ** wagons'*  and  *' carriages,"  or  cars  of  transport- 
ers desiring  to  use  the  railway  company's  track  should  com- 
ply with  the  reasonable  regulations  of  the  company.  Car- 
riaf^es  or  cars  were  invented  which  were  intended  to  servo 
both  on  the  railroad  and  on  the  highway.  This  primitive  no- 
tion repirding  raihvay  transportation  was  transplanted  from 
Y.n{  ]:'Vi]  to  Va  ^  rivited  States  and  numerous  early  charters 
^rai.t'.d  by  the  le.^islatiires  of  the  various  states  contained 
provi;  i.  :!S  to  the  effect  that  trans-^ort?rs  other  than  the  in- 
corporators of  the  railway  company  concernal  should  be  per- 
mitted to  use  the  tracks.  Quite  a  few  early  Wisconsin  rail- 
way charters  contained  this  provision  although  it  is  doubtful 
whether  any  of  these  have  any  valid  rflfect  in  the  present 
franchise  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railw^^y  Com- 
pany, which  embraces,  roTighly,  about  one  hundred  original 
charters.  Our  attention  has  not  b  en  called  to  statutoiy  pro- 
visions of  any  kind  relating  to  the  transportation  of  private 
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pa.ssenger  cars  of  the  kind  in  question  on  the  passenger  trains 
of  a  common  carrier. 

The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  has 
b  an  transporting  private  passenger  cars  for  many  years.  The 
custom  of  doing  so  appears  to  be  well  established,  although 
ii\y  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  determine,  no  tariffs  covering 
such  transportation  have  ever  been  issued.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany claims  that  it  is  not  now^  and  never  has  been  a  common 
carrier  of  that  class  of  cars.  Since  January  1,  1006,  the  com- 
pany has  refused  to  carry  theatrical  and  tourist  cars  of  all 
kinds.  The  rule  has  been  Wvll  settled  that  a  raihvay  com- 
pany is  not  a  common  carrier  of  circus,  express  and  sleeping 
cars.  So  far  as  we  know  the  courts  have  not  yet  ruled  upon 
the  point  at  issue  in  iY/i  present  case.  The  refusal  of  the  Rail- 
way Company  thus  far  lolates  only  to  theatrical  and  tourist 
cars.  Under  contracts  made  by  the  freight  department  with 
circus  managements,  the  Railway  Company  still  carries  adver- 
tising cars  of  circuses  on  j^ass  r.gor  trains.  This  is  the  only 
exception,  the  company  claims,  which  has  been  made  since 
January  1,  1906,  and  all  other  so-called  private  cars  whicn 
it  has  carried  since  are  can?  that  are  a  part  of  the  equip- 
ment of  some  other  raihvay  or  fiiocping  car  company.  The 
new  interstate  commerce  law  makus  sleeping  car  companies 
common  carriers. 

The  vital  objection  of  the  Railway  Company  to  carrying 
theatrical  and  tourist  cars  is  that  it  cannot  adequately  inspect 
such  cars  at  points  where  thry  are  offered  for  transportation. 
They  are  offered  at  all  hours  of  day  and  night,  at  all  kinds  of 
places.  At  large  places  like  IMilwaukee,  and  at  divisional 
points,  a  thorough  inspection  can  generally  be  made,  but  this 
is  absolutely  impossible  at' small  junction  points  where  these 
cars  are  most  frequently  offered.  Ver>'  often,  too,  they  are 
offered  during  the  hours  nearest  to  midnight  when  inspection 
is  most  difficult.  A  company  is  said  to  exist  in  the  ^ast  which 
makes  it  its  business  to  inspect  and  repair  private  cars.  In- 
spection by  a  company  of  that  character,  remote  from  the 
lines  of  railway  which  are  asked  to  carry  th^atrical  and  tourist 
cars,  is  impracticable.  Private  cars  belon.irintr  to  other. rail- 
way companies,  can  be  carried  by  tb-^  Railway  Company,  it  is 
claimed,  for  the  reason  that  they  ar(»  regularly  inspected  and 
repaired  and  are  generaly  subjected  to  the  same  rigid  rules 
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with  which  the  Kaiiway  Cwiiii^auy's  regular  equipment  is  made 
to  comply.  Furthermore,  ])rivate  theatrical  cars  are  gener- 
ally cars  which  are  purchased  at  second-hand  from  the  Pull- 

• 

man  or  other  company  at  a  little  more  than  tho  scrap  value 
of  the  car  at  the  time  of  purchase.  By  making  repairs 
and  refitting  such  a  car  it  can  be  made  to  appear  like  a  sub- 
stantial car,  when  in  reality  its  frame  work  may  be  utterly  un- 
trustworthy. Structural  defects  are  the  -  most  diffioult  to  de- 
tect, which  only  adds  to  the  force  of  what  was  said  regarding 
the  inadequate  iiis])ection  of  private^,  theatrical  cars.  The  de- 
cisive factor,  then,  leading  to  the  r-efusal  of  the  railway  com- 
pany to  continue  to  carry  these  ears  lay,  first,  in  endangering 
th3  safety  of  all  the  passengers  in  the  train  carrying  such  a 
private  ear,  and,  secondly,  in  the  safety  of  the  people  carried 
in  the  private  car  itself. 

Another,  but  from  an  operating  point  of  view,  much  less 
s  rious  objection,  rests  upon  sanitary  and  moral  grounds.  It 
was  urged  in  the  testimony  that  private  theatrical  cars  usually 
stand  upon  side  tracks  within  tlie  yard  limits  of  municipalities 
for  days  at  a  time.  Frequently,  as  many  as  tw^enty-five  or 
thirty  people  of  both  sexes  live  in  snich  a  car.  In  onVr  to  ap- 
proach it  they  must  cross  numerous  tracks,  endangeii ng  their 
ow^n  lives  and  prejudicing  the  safety  of  raihvay  operation. 
Supplies  must  be  delivered  to  the  ear.  People  of  the  town 
where  the  car  stands  often  visit  it;  sometimes  entertainments 
are  ofTered  in  it.  All  these  considerations  add  to  the  danger 
to  which  cars  of  this  class  give  rise.  The  lack  of  proper 
means  for  the  disposal  of  refuse  from  the  ears  gives  rise  to  un- 
sanitary conditions,  generally  in  violation  of  the  ordinances  of 
the  municipality  in  which  the  car  is  found  for  the  time  being. 

The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  pos- 
sesses an  equipment  of  passenger  cars  amply  sufficient  to  ac- 
commodate all  the  theatrical  companies  which  may  desire 
transportation  to  and  from  stations  on  its  line.  Special  re- 
duced rates,  open  on  equal  terms  to  all  applying  therefor,  are 
for  sale  at  all  stations.  We  do  not  believe,  therefore,  that  any 
serious  hardship  can  result  from  the  discontinuance  of  the 
custom  of  carrj^ing  private  theatrical  cars,  provided  that  the 
company  makes  no  discrimination  in  its  refusals.  To  be  sure, 
the  traveling  expenses  of  troupes  which  have  hitherto  jour- 
neyed in  private  cars  will  probably  be  increased,  for  the  rea- 
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son  that  they  must  now  patronize  hotels,  but  there  can  be  no 
question  about  the  desirability  of  discontinuing  the  custom, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  safety  of  the  traveling  public, 
in  wKch  both  the  public  and  the  Railway  Company  have  a 
vital  interest. 

Generally  speaking,  the  Railway  Company  relies  upon  thj& 
line  of  reasoning  found  in  9  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Reports,  12  to  13,  in  support  of  its  contention: 

**Thj  regulating  statute  is  opposed  to  every  species  of 
favoritism,  and  seeks  to  secure  like  treatment  for  all  per- 
son: in  like  relations  to  the  carrier.  The  defendant  may 
decline  to  haul  private  cars  at  all,  no  matter  by  whom 
owned  or  for  what  pui-pose  used,  and  a  uniform  rule  to 
that  eft'ect  would  be  entirely  consistent  with  its  public 
obligations.  The  defendant  may  also,  as  we  think,  haul 
private  cars  of  a  certain  class,  and  refuse  at  the  same  time 
to  haul  others  of  a  wholly  or  substantially  different  class. 
In  either  case,  however,  there  should  be  no  avoidable 
pailiality.  It  is  not  a  question  of  convenience,  much  less 
is  it  a  question  for  arbitrary  decision.  A  well  defined  and 
reasonable  policy  should  be  observed  to  the  fullest  prac- 
ticable extent.  If  the  defendant  usually  or  upon  occasion 
transports  the  private  car  of  sportsmen  and  theatrical 
troupes,  whether  upon  published  rates  or  otherwise,  it 
must  in  like  manner  and  upon  like  terms  transport  all  pri- 
vate cars  occupied  for  the  same  or  similar  purposes.  Be- 
tween tho.e  engaged  in  like  callings,  or  having  like  ob- 
jects in  view,  no  distinction  can  be  lawfully  made.  They 
are  entitled  to  tlie  same  privilejxc»s  and  the  jrame  scale  of 
charges.*' 

The  reasoning  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
the  quotation  just  given  appears  to  us  to  be  sound.  The  ob- 
jections of  the  Railway  Company  to  carrying  private  theatrical 
cars  on  the  ground  that  it  is  difficult  or  almost  impossible  to 
inspcf't  the  same  can  have  no  force  wliatsoever  if  the  Railway 
Company  is  a  common  carrier  of  s  u»h  cars.  IMuch  less  can  de- 
cisive consideration  be  givvU  to  the  objections  resting  on  sani- 
tary' and  moral  grounds.  There  are  many  things  connected 
with  railway  companies  to  which  sanitary  and  moral  objec- 
tions (an  be*raised  with  ecpial  and  gre.iUr  force.     Considera- 
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tions  of  inspection  and  safety,  morals  and  sanitation,  can  not 
j;..\tify  a  railway  company  in  refusing  to  carry  private  cars  if 
it  is  a  common  carrier  of  private  cars.  The  railway  company 
would  then  be  obliged  to  ovorcome  all  these  difficulties  as 
best  it  could  and  charge  a  reasonable  price  for  the  service.  In 
our  opinion,  as  indicated  above,  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  Railway  Company  is  not  a  common  carrier  of  private 
theatrical  cars. 

Considerations  of  safety,  sanitation  and  morals  may  well  en- 
ter into  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  practice  of  carrying 
private  cars  which  the  respondent  Railway  Company  appears 
to  have  followed  for  many  years.  Many  court  decisions  have 
been  rendered  in  which  established  customs  have  received  the 
sanction  of  law.  There  are  scores  of  such  decisions  of  the 
highest  courts,  but  we  can  find  nothing  in  these  which  would 
justify  us  in  holding  that  the  custom,  if  such  this  practice  may 
be  called,  of  carrying  private  cars  has  the  force  of  law,  and 
that  long  usage  has  made  the  respondent  Railway  Company  a 
common  carrier  of  such  cars.  There  are  many  grave  objec- 
tions to  a  custom  or  law  compelling  railway  companies  to 
carry  private  cars.  These  are  apparent  to  every  one  at  all 
familiar  with  the  railway  business  and  have  been  pointed  out 
occasionally  by  the  courts.  Perhaps  the  question  at  issue  in 
this  case  should  be  left  entirely  to  the  courts.  Since,  however, 
it  has  been  raised  before  this  Commission  we  feel  it  incumbent 
upon  us  to  decide  it.  In  our  opinion  the  practice  or  austom 
under  consideration  has  not  the  force  of  law. 

It  is  to  be  presumed  that  theatrical  companies  owntfig  pri- 
vate cars  have  invested  relatively  large  sums  of  money  in  such 
equipment,  and  that  their  business  arrangements  rest  largely 
upon  the  assumption  that  the  railway  company  would  continue 
the  former  practice  of  carrying  private  theatrical  cars.  While 
we  do  not  believe  that  this  practice  or  custom  has  the  force  of 
law;  and,  as  previously  stated,  we  believe  that  the  Railway 
Company  is  correct  in  its  contention  that  it  is  not  a  common 
carrier  of  this  cla,ss  of  cars  and  that  it  has  a  right  to  carry  or 
to  refuse  to  carry  the  ears  of  one  or  more  of  all  classes  of 
private  cars,  provided  that  no  disenmination  is  made  among 
individuals  of  the  same  class,  we,  nevertheless,  cannot  refrain 
from  saying  that  the  owners  of  private  theatrical  cars  are  en- 
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titled  to  reasonable  notice,  in  order  that  they  may  readjust 
their  affairs  in  accordance  with  the  new  state  of  things.  A 
sense  of  common  fairness  would  seem  to  suggest  this. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered  that  the  complaint  be  and  it  hereby 
is  dismissed. 

Dated  this  2nd  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1906. 

EAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barne3, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 


No.  4S. 

EDWARD  W.  GUILDNER 

I 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Pelf.tionor,  in  his  own  behalf. 
C.  E.  Vroraan,  for  respondent. 

Petition  for  the  establishment  of  a  station  and  the  buiWlng  of  a 
dlde-track  where  a  station  had  been  maintained  up  to  1S94 
within  about  two  miles  from  another  station  established  since 
that  date. 

Bsld,  that  in  view  of  the  operating  and  traffic  conditions  at  present 
prevailing  on  the  section  of  the  rnil.-'iv  in  on  "i  ni  ji  »!  i'l 
the  territory  Immediately  adjacent  thereto,  the  stoppage  of  one 
freight  and  pafcsengr.r  train,  in  each  direction  daily,  except  Sun- 
day,  is  an  equitable  disposal  of  the  compiaint. 

The  petitioner  sets  forth  that  he  \*«  a  farmer  residing  in  the 
town  of  Lewiston,  Columbia  county,  Wisconsin;  that  the  vil- 
lage known  as  Lewiston  is  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago,  ^lilwau- 
kee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  being  situated  about  half 
way  between  Kilbourn  and  Portage  in  a  populous  farming 
country;  that  the  nearest  point  to  Lewiston  at  which  passen- 
ger trains  stop  are  Portage  to  the  east  and  Kilbourn  to  the 
west;  that-  only  one  way  freight  train  each  way 
stops  daily  at  Lewiston  and  then  only  on  signal;  that 
owin.g  to  the  irregularity  in  the  time  of  said  way 
freight    trains     the    passenger    service     afforded    by     these 
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trains     is     of    little     value     to    the      inhabitants      of      th,» 
village  and  the  surrounding  country;  that  the  production  of 
milk  and  cream  in  the  country  tributary  to  Lewiston  is  large ; 
and,  since  these  commodities  are  necessarily  shipped  only  by 
passengcu'  trains,  the  petitioner  and  others    so    situated    are 
compelled  to  haul  their  milk  and  cream  to  Kilboum  a  distance 
of  over  nine  miles  in  order  to  ship  it;  that  during  the  hot 
months  of  the  year  it  cannot  l>2  hauled  for  such  a  distance  witli- 
out  danger  of  spoiling  and  becoming  unfit  for  the  market;  that 
much  of  the  arable  land  in  thj  country  tributary  to  Lewiston 
is  given  up  to  the  cultivation  of  potatoes;  that  between  Kil- 
bourn  and  Portage,  a  distance  of  about  eighteen   mil  s,  the 
only  side  track  or  other  shipping  facility  maintained  by  the 
Railway  Company  is  at  Cheney,  a  telegraph    station    on    the 
line  of  said  railway,  about  two  miles  west  of  Lewiston ;  that 
Cheney  is  located  three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  any  publico 
highway  and  that  the  only  means  of  access  to  it  and  to  the  side 
tracks  at  the  station  is  through  the  fields  of  on^  Charles  Sto- 
mer ;  that  Cheney  lies  on  a  knoll  of  earth  which  is  isolated  from 
any  other  high  land  and  is  .entirely  surrounded  by  swami)s, 
and  that  the  only  highway  running  in  its  vicinity  nins  about 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  it;  that  the  said  highway  runs 
through  a  swamp  or  marsh  and  is  overflowed  and  made  im- 
passable at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  by  high  wat^^r  of  the 
Wisconsin  River;  that  all  seasons  of  the  year  the  said  road  is  in 
such  condition  that  it  is  impossible  to  -haul  any  but  small  loads* 
over  it;  all  the  roads  leading  to  Lew!ston  are  passable  at  all  sea- 
sons of  the  year  and  are  generally  in  good  condition ;  that  they 
have  been  so  laid  out  as  to  make  Lewiston  the  eenler  of  a 
largo  and  populous  country  lying  north,  east  and  northeast  of 
it;  that  if  shipping  facilities  were  to  be  established  at  Lewis- 
ton  a  potato  warehouse  would  immcdiaiely  be  erected  and  a 
large  amount  of  timber  would  be  cut  and  sawed  at  Lewiston ; 
that  about  six  miles  north  of  Lewiston  is  Briggsville,  a  villaga 
of  about  500  inhabitants  containing  a  large  general  store  and 
a  large  grist  mill;  that  all  the  products  of  this  village  would 
in  all  probability  be  shipped  out  and  received  by  way  of  Lewis- 
ton  instead  of  goin.g  to  Packwaukee  a  greater  distance  as  it 
now  goes. 

For  the  above  reasons  the  petitioner  pi  ays  that  the  Rail- 
road Commission  of  Wisconsin  make  an  order  requiring  the 
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said  Railway  Company,  first,  to  put  in  a  station  with  side  track 
and  other  facilities  at  Lewiston ;  second,  to  stop  one  passenger 
train  each  day  each  way  at  Lewiston  to  receive  and  discharge 
passengers  and  express  matter  j  third,  to  stop  one  freight  train 
each  way  each  day  at  said  station,  and  for  such  other  and  fur- 
ther order  as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary  and  just 
in  the  premises. 

For  reasons  stated  at  the  hearing,  the  Railway  Company  did 
not  file  a  written  answer  previous  to  the-  hearing.  The  peti- 
tion was  filed  May  17,  1906,  and  the  hearing  was  held  in  the 
office  of  the  Commission  June  19,  1906.  The  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  was  represented  by  C.  E. 
Vroman  and  the  petitioner  was  represented  by  himself  and 
Prank  J.  Freemore. 

Portage  and  Kilboum  are  two  stations  on  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  about  18  miles  apart.    Lewiston  is 
situated  about  midway  between  these  two,  and  Cheney  is  a  sta- 
tion a  little  more  than  l^/^  miles  west  of  Lewiston.  An  operator, 
but  not  a  regular  agent,  has  been  maintained  for  some  years 
at  Cheney.     The  freight  offered  for  transportation  at  Chenc  y 
and  Lewiston  is  billed  at  Kilboum  and  Portage.     No  billing 
is  done  at  either  Lewiston  or  Cheney.    At  present  one  freight 
train  each  way  stops  daily  at  Cheney  and  Lewiston.     There 
being  no  side-track  at  Lewiston,  only  less  than  carload  freight 
can  be  shipped  from  or  to  this  station  while  both  less  than  car 
load  and  car  load  shipments  can  be  made  from  Cheney.     No 
passenger  trains  stop  between  Portage  and  Kilboum  except 
occasionally  by  special  request.     Practically  the  entire  re;i:ion 
adjacent  to  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  be- 
tween Portage    and  Kilboum   is   without   passenger   service. 
This  is  an  unusual  situation  and  one  which  fully  justifies 
complaint. 

Up  to  about  1894  a  station  was  maintained  at  Lewiston.  The 
old  station  building  is  still  standing  there  and  is  at  pr  Fcnt  in 
use  for  storing  incoming  and  outgoing  freight.  About  the  year 
1894  a  station  was  erected  at  the  prcs:iit  site  of  ChtMioy  and 
the  former  stations  at  Old  Cheney  to  the  west  and  Lewiston  to 
the  east  were  discontinued.  The  reasons  for  this  eliange  of  sta- 
tions was  the  unfavorable  situation  of  Lewiston  from  a  railway 
operating  point  of  view.  It  appears  that  Lewiston  is  **a  very 
obscure  point."    Sharp  curves,  embankments  and  trees  ob- 
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scured  the  view  in  each  direction  and  grades  added  difficulty 
to  cautious  train  movements.  Enginemen  in  charge  of  train;; 
ai)proaehing  Lewiston  could  not  see  whether  the  semaphores 
were  in  danger  or  not.  ''Endless  accidents'*  occurred  there, 
causing  interruption  of  traffic  and  loss.  The  station  at  Old 
Cheney,  about  4  miles  east  of  Kilboum,  was  similar  to  that  at 
Lewiston.  When  the  new  block  signal  system  was  adopted  by 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  the  con- 
solidation of  the  two  stations  of  Old  Cheney  and  Lewiston  into 
the  present  Cheney  was  decided  upon. 

At  Cheney,  the  Chicago,  INIilwaukee  &  St  Fmil  Railway  Com- 
pany has  expended  some  eight  or  nine  thousand  dollars  for 
passing  tracks,  signals,  otc,  exclusive  of  the  company's  build- 
ings. The  company's  buildings  embrace  two  section  dwelling 
houses,  an  agent's  house,  telegraph  and  block  house,  hand-car 
house  and  a  small  coal  shed  and  oil  house.  The  dwellings  are 
described  as  fairly  good  houses  and  altogether  the  buildings 
and  traciks  represent  investm^ents  of  some  importance.  The 
station  at  Cheney  is  built  on  what  may  be  termed  an  island, — 
a  knoll  or  elevated  area  surrounded  by  swamps.  It  is  ap- 
proached by  a  short  road  running  off  from  the  Kilbourn-Portage 
highway,  which  runs  generally  parallel  to  the  Wisconsin 
river,  about  three-quai'ters  of  a  mile  in  length.  This  short 
road  runs  over  private  land.  A  public  highway  has  never 
been  laid  out  on  the  section  line  running  toward  Cheney.  The 
owners  of  the  land  over  which  the  present  road  runs  have 
never  objected  to  its  use  as  a  public  highway  and  free  access 
is  maintained  to  the  station  without  discrimination.  The  main 
h'fthway  referred  to  as  the  ICilboum  road  in  the  testimony  is 
said  to  be  in  bad  condition  freciuently  ^n  accoimt  of  the  over- 
flow of  the  Wisconsin  river  whenever  high  water  prevails  and 
it  is  said  to  be  inipa.^sible  for  days  and  even  weeks  at  a  time. 
The  direction  in  which  the  branch  road  to  Cheney  runs  in  its 
relation  to  the  Kilboum  road,  makes  the  distance  only  about 
one-half  mile  greater  to  Lewiston  than  to  Cheney,  for  per- 
sons traveling  on  the  Kilboum  road  towards  Cheney  and  Lew- 
iston from  the  west.  Figures  presented  by  the  Railway  Com- 
pany tend  to  show  that  the  greater  part  of  the  freight  shipped 
out  of  Ch:ney  comes  from  the  west  rather  than  from  Lewis- 
ton.     Petitioners  appear  to  have  the  opposite  impression  i\h 
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though  they  naturally  did  not  have  traffic  statistics  to  support 
their  views. 

The  territory  surrounding  Lewiston  while  lying  in  an  old 
settled  section  of  the  state  is  relatively  new  country  which  is 
developing  rapidly.  Dairy  interests  especially  are  fast  growing 
in  importance.  Milk  and  cream  are  produced  for  the  market 
in  considerable  quantities.  These  must  be  shipped  regularly 
and  promptly  and  it  is  generally  desirable  that  they  should 
not  be  hauled  by  wagon  over  great  distances.  When  the  Kil- 
boum  road  is  under  wat'T  or  otherwise  impassable  farmers 
living  to  the  west  of  the  obstructed  portion  of  the  Kilboum 
road  cannot  reach  Lev/iston  and  those  living  around  Lewiston 
cannot  reach  Cheney.  Relatively  much  money  and  labor  have 
been  expended  in  improving  this  part  of  the  Kilboum  road, 
but  to  make  it  passable  at  all  seasons  of  the  year  for  fairly 
good  sized  loads  appears  to  be  beyond  the  means  of  the  com- 
munity at  present  .  The  only  arrangements  therefore  wliich 
will  fully  meet  the  needs  of  all  the  farmers  around  Cheney  and 
Lewiston  all  the  time  is  the  ability  to  ship  milk  and  cream  from 
both  Cheney  and  Lewiston. 

At  the  present  time  less  than  car  load  freight  can  be  shipped 
from  and  received  at  Lewiston,  one  local  freight  stopping  daily 
in  each  direction.  Car  load  frei<rht  can  l)e  shipped  at  Cheney, 
potatoes  being  the  chief  prcxluct,  and  hay,  s\vamp  gra.ss  and 
poles  following  next  in  importance.  The  products  mentioned 
together  represent  all  but  a  small  percentage  of  .the  total  car 
load  business  out  of  Cheney. 

Now,  commodities  lilce  potato<?s,  hay,  swamp  grass  and  poles 
are  shipped  at  seasons  of  the  year  when  Cheney  can  be  ap- 
proached with  loaded  wagons  from  all  direetions.W(^  see  no 
urgent  necessity  therefore,  for  shipping  car  load  freight  from 
licwiston  rather  than  C-heney.  Furthermore,  the  Railway  Com- 
pany has  expr^nded  a  lar^^e  sann  of  money  at  Cheney  and  noth- 
ing but  tho  most  extreme  circumstances  should  lead  to  action 
involving  an  abandonment  of  the  facilities  and  structures  pro- 
vided there.  Viewing  the  situation  as  a  whole  the  mainte- 
nanco  of  agrnts  and  the  construction  of  side  tracks,  etc.,  at  both 
Cheney  and  Lewiston  appears  to  be  an  unnecessary  burden 
upon  the  Railway  Company. 

The  petitioner  and  other  persons  residing  in  Lewiston 
territory  have  expressed  their  willingness  to  assist  in  loading^ 
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and  unloading  i  lilk  and  cream  at  Lewiston  in  case  train  stops 
at  that  station.  Wc  believe  that  all  the  legitimate  demands  of 
the  patrons  at  Lewiston  can  be  met  without  constructing  a  side 
track  there  and  without  making  Lewiston  a  regular  railway 
station  at  which  an  agent  is  maintained.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  are  much  impressed  by  the  advantages  which  will  follow 
the  stopping  of  one  local  passenger  train  in  each  direction  at 
Lewiston  for  the  purpose  of  taking  on  and  discharging  passen- 
gers and  of  receiving  milk  and  cream  for  transportation  and 
returning  empties  to  that  station.  Such  a  service  does  not  re- 
quire much  special  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Railway  Company 
but  will  be  of  signal  importance  to  the  community  about  Lewis- 
ton.  The  stopping  of  one  local  freight  daily  in  each  direction 
as  at  present  is  scarcely  adequate  railway  service  for  the  com- 
munity from  which  the  petition  emanates.  The  Railway 
Company  will  naturally  keep  a  record  of  the  amount  of  busi- 
ness done  at  Lewiston,  and  if  after  a  lapse  of  some  time  it  should 
appear  that  the  services  which  this  Commission  may  order  to 
be  performed  by  the  Railway  Company  at  Lewiston  station  are 
in  excess  of  what  the  traffic  wan*ants,  the  Commission  will  en- 
tertain an  application  for  the  suspension  of  such  order  on  the 
facts  which  may  be  brought  before  it.  It  is  our  determination 
that  reasonably  adequate  service  at  the  stations  of  Lewiston 
and  Cheney  requires  the  stopping  of  one  local  passenger  train 
in  each  direction  daily,  except  Sunday,  at  each  of  these  sta- 
tions; and  that,  in  addition,  the  service  of  stopping  one  local 
freight  train  in  each  direction  daily,  except  Sunday,  at  each  of 
these  stations  be  continued.  For  the  prccent,  local  passenger 
trains  Numbrrs  2  and  5  may  be  stopped. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  that  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company  stop  trains  numbers  2  and  5  daily, 
except  Sunday,  at  Lewiston  and  Cheney  for  the  transaction  of 
such  business  as  is  customarily  done  in  connection  with  such 
trains,  including  the  transportaton  of  milk  and  cream  and  the 
return  of  the  empties, — it  being  understood  that  shi;  pers  will 
assist  in  loading  the  milk  and  cream  into  the  cars;  and  if  it  can 
be  mutually  arranged  between  the  Railway  Company  and  its 
patrons  to  return  empty  milk  and  cream  cans  on  freight  trains, 
this  Commission  has  no  objection  whatever  to  their  doing  so. 
The  Railway  Company  is  further  to  continue  the  stopping  of  one 
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local  freight  train  in  each  direction  daily,  except  Sunday,  at 
Cheney  and  Lewiston  and  to  permit  the  use  of  the  old  station 
building  at  Lewiston  for  storing  less  than  car  load  freight. 
That  part  of  the  petition  relating  to  the  construction  of  a  side 
track  and  other  station  facilities  at  Lewiston  is  dismissed. 
Dated  this  27th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 


No.  44. 
WELLS  &  CHASE 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Lack  of  station  facilities  at  Dorchester.  Petitioners  own 
i^nd  operate  a  mill  and  warehouse  adjacent  to  the  right  of 
way  of  the  railway,  but  do  not  have  side  track  connections. 
The  company  agreed  to  provide  faciMties  satisfactory  to  the 
petitioner  and  the  petition  was  withdrawn. 


No.  45. 
A.  H.  KROUSKOP 

vs. 
CHICAGO,   MILWAUKEE   &   ST.   PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY   AND    CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN    RAIL- 
WAY  COMPANY. 

C.  Bam-es,  for  Petitioner. 

•  C.  E.  Vroman,  for  Chicago,  Mil^vaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Ca 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry  Co. 

Petition  regarding  rates  on  lumber  in  car  lots  from  Rich- 
land Center  to  specified  points  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway,  and  the  Chicago  ^  Northwester^^  Railway, 
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This  involved  both  the  question  of  the  absolute  reasonableness 
of  rates  and  of  joint  rates.  The  petitioner  enumerates  various 
rates  in  comparison  with  which  the  rates  complained  of  are 
excessive  and  discriminatory. 

The  case  came  to  a  formal  hearing ;  but  some  time  after  the 
testimony  had  been  submitted,  the  petitioner  wrote  tho  Com- 
mission that  the  Railway  Company  had  made  certain  rates  sat- 
isfactory to  himself  which  met  the  objections  raised  in  his  peti- 
tion and  testimony  and  that,  therefore,  no  further  action  waa 
required  on  the  part  of  the  Commission, 


No.  46. 


WOLF  RIVER  PAPER  &  FIBER  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

]\I,  A.  Hogan,  for  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Respondent. 

Petition  regarding  rate  on  coal.  The  petitioner  uses  about 
10,000  tons  of  coal  per  year,  on  which  a  rate  of  $1.00  per  ton 
is  charged  from  lake  ports,  which  is  alleged  to  be  discrimin- 
atory as  compared  with  a  rate  of  75  cents  per  ton  to  Fox  River 
points  which  are  competitors  of  the  petitioner  enjoying  the 
same  freight  rates  on  shipments  of  their  respective  products 
to  the  chief  markets.  A  time  was  set  for  the  hearing  and 
the  parties  appeared,  but  before  the  case  was  reached  on  the 
calendar,  a  satisfactory  settlement  was  announced  by  the  com- 
panies agreeing  to  make  a  rate  of  70  cents  per  ton  on  soft  coal 
ap  soon  as  the  new  line  from  Green  Bay  to  Shawano  is  com- 
pleted. 
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No.  47. 
JOSEPH  LIBERTY 

vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  respondent. 

Request  to  order  night  passenger  trains  to  stop  at  Stetson- 
ville,  Wis. 

The  speed  of  the  trains  In  question  considered;  the  connections  which 
they  made;  the  size  of  the  village  of  Stetsonville;  the  other  ac- 
comodations furnished;  the  fact  that  both  trains  passed  the  sta- 
tion between  midnight  and  four  o'clock  A.  M.  as  well  as  other 
facts  and  circumstances,  and  it  is 

Heldf  that  a  compulsory  order  should  not  be  entered  requiring  the  stop- 
page of  the  trains  In  question  at  Stetsonville. 

A  complaint  was  filed  with  the  Railroad  Commision  by  the 
above  named  Joseph  Liberty  in  his  owr.  behalf  and  in  behalf 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  of  Gtetsonville  in  Taylor 
county  and  vicinity,   alleging   that  the   cervice  furnished    for 

the  transportation  of  passengers  to  and  from  said  village  was 
inadequate,  and  praying  that  an  order  be  made  by  said  com- 
mission requiring  said  Railway  Company  to  stop  an  additional 

north  and  south  bound  passenger  train  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ceiving and  discharging  passengers.  The  answer  denied  the 
inadequacy  of  the  service  furnished,  and  set  forth  some  reasons 
why  the  trains  in  question  should  not  be  ordered  stopped. 

The  hearing  was  set  for  July  10,  1906,  on  w4iich  date  Mr. 
Liberty  appeared  in  person  in  support  of  the  allegations  con- 
tained in  his  petition.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany was  represented  by  its  attorney,  Thos.  H.  Gill. 

From  the  facts  submitted  it  appears  that  Stetsonville  is  locat 
ed  5  miles  north  of  Dorchester  and  4.6  miles  south  of  Med- 
ford.  All  passenger  trains  stop  at  Dorchester  and  ]\Iedford.  All 
three  of  the  stations  named  are  intermediate  between  Abbots- 
ford  and  Ashland.  Between  the  two  latter  points  two  passenger 
trains  are  run  daily  in  each  direction,  and  one  freight  train  that 
carries  passengers.  The  day  train    in  each  direction   between 

Abbotsford  and  Ashland  stops  at  all  stations.  The  night  train 
does  not  stop  at  Stetsonville  and  some  of  the  other  smaller 
stations.  The  north  bound  night  train  connects  wit!i  the  Chi- 
cago -  St.  Paul  limited  train  leaving  Abbotsford  at  3 :20  A.  M., 
passing  Stetsonville  at  about  3:35  A.  M.,  and  arriving  at  Agh- 
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land  ^t  7:4:j  A.  M.,  the  distance  from  Abbotsford  to  Ashland 
being  132  miles.  The  corresponding   south  bound  train  leaves 

Ashland  at  7:25  P.  M.,  passing  Stctsonville  about  12:10  A.  M. 
and  arrivinsr  at  Abbotsford  at  12:30  A.  M. 

A  sleeping  car  is  run  by  said  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  between  Chicago  and  Duluth,  such  car  being  trans- 
ferred to  the  north  bound  night  train  referred  to  at  Abbotsford 
and  transferred  to  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Company  at 

Ashland,  v;ith  which  close  connections  are  made.  Returning  the 
sleeping  car  is  transferred  from  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway 
to  the  Wisconsin  Central  line  at  Ashland  and  carried  on 
the  south  bound  night  train  to  Abbotsford,  where  it  is 
attached  to  the  limited  train  between  Chicago  and  the  Twin 
Cities.  The  night  trains  in  question  are  also  mail  trains:  Con- 
sidering the  condition  of  the  road  between  Abbotsford  and 
Ashland,  and  the  fact  that  the  trains  between  Abbotsford  and 
Ashland  are  night  trains,  their  running  time  might  be  consid- 
ered reasonably  fast. 

The  Chicago  -  St.  Paul  train  is  a  fast  train  run  in  competi- 
tion with  several  other  lines  of  road  between  Chicago  and  the 
Twin  Cities,  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  between  these 
points  being  at  least  considerably  longer  than  that  of  two  of 
its  principal  competitors.  The  service  between  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee and  Ashland  is  in  competition  with  a  limited  tram, 
making  stoj^s,  generally  speaking,  only  at  larger  places  on  the 
lino  of  tlio  Chicago  &  North  Western  Railway.  The 
day  passenger  north  bound  arrives  and  stops  at  Stctsonville 
at  11 :57  A.  M.  and  the  south  bound  day  train  arrives  at  and 
stops  at  said  point  at  1:04  P.  M.  The  accommodation  train 
north  bound  readies  Stctsonville  at  9 :25  A.  M.  and  the  south 
bound  similar  train  arrives  at  the  same  point  at  2:20  P.  M. 

The  village  of  Stctsonville  has  a  population  of  about  200 
and  the  country  around  it  is  settled  up.  Considerable  freight 
is  shipped  from  the  station  in  question  and  an  agent  is  main- 
tained thereat.  There  is  no  gainsaying  the  fax;t  that  for 
travelers  destined  to  or  from  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  and 
points  beyond  Eau  Claire  and  Chippewa  Falls,  and  for  those 
desiring  to  go  to  or  return  from  Chicago  and  Milwaukee  and 
other  distant  points,  and  who  desire  to  travel  by  night,  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  have  the  night  trains  referred 
to  stop  at  Stctsonville.    By  doing  so  they  could  make  their 
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journey  more  easily  and  more  quickly.  As  it  now  is  they 
must  forego  the  use  of  this  train  or  travel  to  or  from  either 
Medford  or  Dorchester,  depending  on  whether  they  are  going 
or  returning. 

The  general  policy  of  the  railway  companies  heretofore  has 
been  opposed  to  stopping  their  heavy  fast  night  train  at  small 
stations.  This  has  been  due  to  a  desire  to  accommodate 
through  01  long  distance  travel  in  the  matter  of  time,  and  to 
the  fact  that  travel  after  midnight  from  the  smaller  places 
would  be  very  light.  There  is  no  doubt  a  demand  from  the 
general   public    for   fast    service.    Frequent    stops    tend    to 

lengthen  the  time  in  which  a  train  can  make  its  journey.  If 
fast  night  trains  are  stopped  at  small  stations  the  convenience 
of  the  occasional  passenger  therefrom  will  be  promoted.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  greater  number  of  through  passengers 
will  be  inconvenienced.  Frequent  stops  and  fast  time  do  not 
make  a  harmonious  combination.  The  mere  matter  of  stop- 
ping the  two  trains  in  question  at  Stetson ville  might  not  and 
probably  would  not  result  in  any  increase  in  the  time  between 
Abbotsford  and  Ashland.  Considering  the  entire  journey  of 
this  train  or  of  the  portion  of  it  at  least  from  Chicago  to 
Ashland,  if  it  were  required  to  stop  at  all  stations  between 
Chicago  and  Ashland,  such  requirement  might  make  a  very 
material  increase  in  time.  We  refused  for  what  we  con- 
sidered good  reasons  to  stop  this  train  at  North  Fond  d\\ 
Lac,  a  village  of  two  thousand  inhabitants.  In  that  case, 
however,  the  proximity  of  the  village  to  the  city  of  Fond  du 
Lac,  and  the  street  car  facilities  between  the  two  places,  were 
important  factors  in  reaching  a  conclusion.  If  we  order  the 
trains  in  question  stopped  at  Stetsonville  it  would  establish 
a  precedent  by  which  we  might  be  asked  to  stop  like  trains 
at  other  stations  throughout  the  state  under  similar  circum- 
stances* Otherwise  we  might  be  justly  accused  of  discrimina 
tion.  We  have  examined  the  time  cards  of  various  railways 
in  relation  to  other  fast  night  trains  and  find  it  is  neither 
usual  nor  customary  to  stop  such  trains  between  midnight 
and  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  at  places  as  small  as  Stetson- 
ville, except  where  there  is  reason  for  so  doing  from  an  operat- 
ing point  of  view.  The  night  trains  on  the  Ashland  Division 
of    the    Chicago    &    Northwestern    Railway,    which    run    in 

competition  with   the  trains  which  petitioner  desires  to  have 
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stopped,  make  no  stop  between  Port  Washington  and  Mani- 
towoc, a  distance  of  fifty-two  miles,  except  at  Sheboygan. 
They  do  not  stop  at  stations  like  Reedsville,  Brillion,  Mar- 
ion, Tigerton,  Wittenberg,  etc.  In  fact,  they  do  not  stop 
at  44  of  the  66  stations  between  Milwaukee  and  Woodruff,  to 
and  from  which  point  to  Ashland  they  are  day  trains.  It  is 
true,  however,  that  the  passenger  service  on  a  portion  of  the 
northern  end  of  the  Ashland  division  of  the  C.  &  Nt.  W.  Ry. 

is  better  than  that  on  the  Wisconsin  Central  between  Abbots- 
ford  and  Ashland.  The  question  involved  here  has  been 
perplcjcing.  Treated  as  an  independent  question  pure  and 
simple,  and  divorcing  it  from  the  probable  effect  of  the  pre 
cedent  it  would  establish,  we  would  feel  strongly  inclined  to 
order  the  trains  stopped,  because  such  action  would  result 
in  some  convenience  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  village,  and  we 
think  this  particular  stop  might  be  made  without  any  increase 
in  time.  Taking  the  broader  view  of  the  question,  however, 
we  do  not  feel  that  we  would  be  justified  in  holding  that  fast 
night  trains  passing  a  small  station  like  Stetsonville  between 
the  hours  of  midnight  and  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  should 
ordinarily  be  stopped,  where  such  trains  stop  at  stations  on 
either  side  a  few  miles  distant,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  day  passenger  train  on  this  portion  of  the  road,  and  an 

accommodation  train  that  carries  passengers.  Such  a  ruling 
wrould  go  far  toward  revolutionizing  the  present  policy  of 
railway  companies  respecting  such  trains,  and  might  place 
Wisconsin  roads  at  a  decided  disadvantage  in  competing  for 
through  business  with  lines  of  road  reaching  the  same  ter- 
minals  but  not  passing  through  the  state. 

Our  conclusion,  therefore,  is  that  the  complaint  should  be 
dismissed,  and 

It  Is  So  Oedered. 

Dated  this  10th  day  of  August,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN 

By  John  Babnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halfor][)  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 
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The  decision  of  the  Commission  was  accompanied  by  a  re- 
commendation to  the  Railway  Company,  that  it  stop  the  lim- 
ited trains  in  question  for  the  purpose  of  taking  on  or  letting 
off  passengers  going  to  or  coming  from  points  south  of  Fond 
du  Lac  and  west  of  Eau  Claire.  The  Company  accepted  the 
suggestion  and  the  trains  are  being  stopped  as  indicated. 


No.  48. 

IN  RE  REGULATIONS  GOVERNING  COAL  SHIPMENTS 
ON  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY. 

C.  E.  Vroman,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co. 

This  action  was  an  investigation  of  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  a  rule  or  regu* 
lation  governing  the  shipment  of  different  kinds  of  coal  be- 
tween points  in  Wisconsin.  According  to  this  rule  the  rato 
charged  for  a  mixed  car  load  of  coal  is  the  rate  on  the  mini' 
mum  weight,  regularly  prescribed  for  each  kind  of  coal  when 
shipped  separate  in  car  lots,  thus  causing  the  shipper  to  pay 
freight  charges  on  a  double  minimum.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany at  once  wrote  the  Commission  that  the  rule  was  inde* 
fensible  and  that  the  same  would  be  abrogated  from  that  time 
forward,  whereupon  the  Comjnission  dropped  the  proceed- 
ings. 
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No.  49. 

0.  G.  KINNEY 

vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

WALTER  L.  no  USER 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  &  OMAHA  RAILWAY 

COMPANY  AND  CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAIL- 

WAY  COMPANY 

IN  THE  MATTER  OF  GRAIN  RATES. 

Being  an  investigation  of  grain  rates  between  stations  in 
Wisconsin  and  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  on  the  Chicago,  Milwau- 
kee &  St.  Paul  Railway,  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway, 
the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  and  the 
Wisconsin  Central  Railway,  by  the  Railroad  Conmiission  of 
Wisconsin,  acting  on  its  own  motion. 

O.  G..  Kinney,  in  his  ow^n  behalf. 

S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Co. 

C.  E.  Vi-oman,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company. 

Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Co. 

Thos.  Wilson,  for  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 
Railway  Co. 

The  petition  of  0.  G.  Kinney  was  filed  with  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Wisconsin,  June  11,  1906.  Correspondence  with 
Mr.  Kinney  in  regard  to  grali  rates  dates  back  nearly  a 
year.  The  petition  of  Mr.  Kinney  sets  forth  that  he  is  en- 
gaged in  a  general  merchandise  business,  conducting  a  de- 
partment store,  and  buying  grain,  potatoes,  hay  and  other  fanu 
products;  that  he  ships  grain  over  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  from  the  village  of  Colfax  to  Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin;  that  the  Railway  Company  charges  a  rate 
on  grain  between  Colfax  and  Milwaukee  of  twelve  and  a  half 
cents  per  hundred  pounds  and  that  the  amount  so  charged  is 
excessive,  affording  the  Railway  Company  a  greater  compensa- 
tion than  is  usually  and  customarily  charged  for  a  like  service 
between  other  jwints  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  that  a  ma- 
terial reduction  should  be  made  in  this  rate. 
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The  petition  of  Walter  L.  Houser  was  filed  April  12,  1906. 
It  sets  forth  that  the  petitioner  is  a  citizen,  resident  and  free- 
holder of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  is  at  the  present  time, 
and  for  many  years  last  past,  has  been  engaged,  among  other 
things,  in  the  business  of  farming,  horse-breeding,  stock  rais- 
ing and  dairying  in  the  city  of  Mondovi,  Buffalo  county, 
Wisconsin  j  that  the  respondent  Railway  Companies  do  business 
as  common  carriers  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  along  the  various 
lines  of  road  which  are  described  in  the  petition;  that  Mil- 
waukee, which  is  a  city  of  about  350,000  inhabitants,  is  the 
chief  market  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  sale  of  the 
products  produced  and  dealt  in  by  the  petitioner;  that  the 
rates  from  Mondovi  to  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  on  horses  and 
mules,  cattle,  hogs,  sheep,  hay,  wheat,  grain,  butter,  cheese 
and  eggs  are  excessively  high  and  very  much  greater  than  the 
rates  charged  for  like  distances  for  the  same  commodities  in 
the  State  of  Illinois;  that  the  country  surrounding  the  city  of 
Mondovi  is  a  farming  and  dairying  country,  thickly  populated, 
and  that  large  quantities  of  the  commodities  above  enumerated 
are  produced  and  shipped  out  of  this  territory  whereby  all 
such  producers,  including  the  petitioner,  are  injuriously 
affected  and  suffer  great  loss  by  reason  of  the  excessive  rates 
which  the  respondent  Railway  Companies  are  charging  from 
the  city  of  Mondovi  to  Milwaukee,  and  that  all  citizens  and  pro- 
ducers of  the  territory  specified  will  be  greatly  benefited  by 
the  making  and  enforcing  of  a  just  and  reasonable  rate. 

The  two  petitions  filed  involved  rates  on  grain  from  Mon- 
dovi and  Colfax  to  Milwaukee.  The  rates  complained  of  were 
not  discriminatory  when  compared  with  the  rates  charged  on 
the  same  commodity  from  points  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
Mandovi  and  Colfax.  In  each  of  the  petitions  the  rates  charged 
were  alleged  to  be  excessive.  The  consideration  of  such  al- 
leged excessive  charge  necessarily  involved  other  rates  than 
those  complained  of.  If  the  allegations  of  tho  petitioners  in 
regard  to  excessiveness  were  found  to  be  true,  then  in  justice 
and  fairness,  and  to  avoid  the  creation  of  discriminations  by 
act  of  the  Commission,  it  became  necessary  that  the  proceed- 
ing in  regard  to  grain  rates  should  have  a  much  larger  scope 
than  that  presented  by  the  petitions  on  file.  Accordingly 
the  Commission  deemed  it  advisable  to  investigate  on  its  own 
motion  the  whole  subject  of  grain  rates  in  Wisconsin. 
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During  the  latter  part  of  June,  1906,  the  Railroad  Comniis- 
■siou  of  Wisconsin  gave  notice  to  the  Wisconsin  Central,  Clii- 
cag.o,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha,  Chicago  &  Northwest- 
ern and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Companies 
that  it  had  undertaken  an  investigation  of  the  rates*  on  grain 
between  stations  on  these  respective  lines  of  railw^ay  in  the 
Stale  of  Wisconsin  and  Mihvaukee,  Wisconsin,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  sub-division  *'B,''  sc<jtion  12,  chapter  362  of  the 
Laws  of  W^isconsin  for  the  year  1905  as  amended  by  section  3 
of  chapter  13  of  the  Laws  of  said  State  enacted  at  the  special 
session  of  tho  legislature  convened  on  December  4,  1905;  and 
that  as  a  result  of  such  investigation  the  Commission  was  satis- 
fied that  sufficient  grounds  existed  to  warrant  a  hearing  being 
ordered  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  rate  of  charge  be- 
tween each  of  the  stations  enumerated  was  unreasonable  or 
excessive;  and  ordering  a  formal  hearing  at  the  office  of  the 
Commission  July  10,  1906. 

The  hearing  of  July  10,  1906,  was  the  only  formal  hearing 
which  was  held  in  this  matter.  At  this  hearing  Mr.  O.  G. 
Kinney  appeared  and  gave  testimony.  No  other  sworn  testi- 
mony was  submitted.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany was  represented  by  Thomas  H.  Gill,  genera!  attorney, 
and  C.  E.  Wilson,  assistant  general  freight  agent.  The  Chi- 
cago, St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company  was 
represented  by  Thomas  Wilson,  general  counsel,  and  H.  M. 
Pearce,  general  freight  agent.  The  Chicago  &  Northwest- 
em  Railway  Company  was  represented  by  S.  A.  Lyndo,  general 
attorney,  and  F.  P.  Eyman,  assistant  general  freight  agent. 
The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  was 
represented  by  C.  E.  Vroman,  assistant  general  solicitor,  and 
E.  S.  Keeley,  general  freight  agent. 

Mr.  Kinney's  testimony,  like  Mr.  Houser's  petition,  em- 
phasizes the  importance  of  Milwauke»e  as  the  chief  grain  mar- 
ket for  Wisconsin  buyers,  and  the  necessity  for  having  this 
market  accessible  to  ** independent"  buyers.  Acceptable  rates 
ion  grain  to  other  lake  ports  than  Milwaukee  have  little  value 
to  such  buyers  unless  they  are  also  consumers,  for  the  rea- 
son that  these  ports  generally  lack  adequate  facilities  for  hand- 
ling the  grain  of  independent  buyers.  It  was  shown  that  th? 
grentor  part  of  the  icrrain-prodncinc:  territory  in  nortlnvp- tfrn 
yfii^ijjiSM  S^M  JK^jp^  to  the  competitive  influences  of  the 
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ports  of  Lake  Superior  and  of  Lake  Michigan;  and  that  all 
•the  railways  are  compelled  to  meet  whatever  rates  are  in  effect 
to  these  respective  ports.  From  certain  competitive  areas,  the 
rates  to  Oreen  Bay,  Kewaunee,  Manitowoc,  Sheboygan  and 
Milwaukee  must  generally  be  the  same  as  the  rates  to  Duluth, 
Superior  and  Ashland,  making  due  allowance  for  differences 
in  the  lake  rates  to  eastern  terminals.  A  parity  of  rates  to 
the  different  Lake  Michigan  ports  has  existed  for  a  long  time 
in  the  past.  The  new  schedule  of  grain  rates  contemplates 
the  preservation  of  the  existing  relation  of  rates  between  the 
several  Lake  Michigan  gateways.  Li  case  these  relations 
should  not  be  observed  in  all  instances  in  the  future  this  Com- 
mission will  investigate  and  mak"  such  further  order  as  may 
be  just.  This  relation  in  the  rates  to  lake  ports  creates  a 
situation  in  w^hich  a  carrier  having  a  long  haul  under  a  joint 
rate  arrangement  may  receive  a  very  spare  division  of  the 
through  rate  for  its  part  of  the  haul.  TraflSc  considerations 
of  this  kind  enter  into  the  adjustment  of  rates  at  all  com- 
petitive points  and  have  to  be  carefully  weighed  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  rate  schedules.  While  the  general  rule  that  a  short 
haul  included  in  a  lorger  haul  in  the  same  direction  shall 
not  bear  a  greater  rate  than  the  lomg  haul  is  unquestionably 
just  and  fair  in  the  great  majority  of  instances,  it  was  found 
necessary  to  violate  this  so-called  long-and-short-haul  prin- 
ciple in  several  instances  in  order  to  make  the  application  of  a 
lower  rate  possible  at  common  points. 

Existing  proportional  rates  were  also  drawn  into  considera- 
tion. As  is  well  known,  proportional  rates  are  rates  applicable 
to  traffic  destined  to  points  beyond  the  line  of  the  carrier 
making  the  same.  Proportional  rates  on  grain  are  in  effect 
through  all  the  lake  ports  both  north  and  south.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  as  well  as  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  has  repeatedly  held  that  a  proportional  rate  is  not 
a  just  measure  of  the  reasonableness  of  a  rate  applied  to  local 
or  inter-line  traffic  terminating  at  the  points  to  which  such 
proportional  rates  apply.  It  follows  that  local  rates  on  grain 
in  Wisconsin  cannot  be  measured  by  the  proportional  rates 
which  carriers  have  published,  effective  on  traffic  to  Michigan 
and  Superior  ports  but  destined  to  points  beyond  these  ports. 

Th^  present  order  relates  only  to  rates  between  stations  on 
the  lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Central;  Chicago,  St  Paul,  Min- 
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ziteapolis  &  Omaha;  Chicago  &  Northwestem,  and  Chioago, 
Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  Railways  and  Milwaukee.  These  rates 
directly  and  indirectly  control  nearly  all  others  in  this  state 
for  the  reason  that  rates  to  lake  ports  generaUy  apply  as 
maxima  to  intermediate  points.  Nor  does  the  present  ord?r 
apply  directly  to  all  the  railways  in  Wisconsin.  However,  the 
four  railways  included  in  the  order  together  practically  control 
grain  rates  in  the  stnio:  niid  whatever  else  there  may  be  to 
adjust  in  the  matter  of  grain  rates  in  Wisconsin  will  be  taken 
up  by  the  Coiiiiuissioii  as  liio  ueca&ion  may  arise.  It  is  not  im- 
probable that  future  experience  and  investigation  may  suggest 
further  re-adjustments. 

The  independent  investigations  of  this  Commission  with 
reference  to  rates  date  back  almost  to  the  time  of  its  organizar 
lion.  Elaborate  satistical  compilations  and  analyses  had 
been  prepared  before  notice  of  the  official  investigation  of  grain 
lates  had  been  issued.  The^  hearings  in  the  matter  of  passen- 
ger rates  have  contributed  much  to  an  exact  solution  of  the 
question  of  grain  rates  in  ao  far  as  this  solution  depends  upon  a 
divisiori  of  operating  expenses  between  freight  and  passenger 
traffic  and  in  so  far  as  any  solution  in  matters  of  rates  may 
be  characterized  as  "exact.**  The  final  adjustment  of  figures 
has  not  yet  been  made  in  the  matter  of  passenger  rates;  and 
to  the  extent  to  which  certain  items  may  still  be  transferred 
from  one  accK)unt  to  another,  the  statistics  which  formed  the 
basis  of  the  present  grain  rate  investigation  are  subject  to 
eorreetion.  It  is  possible,  therefore,  that  further  postpone- 
ment of  a  decision  in  the  matter  of  gain  rates  might  have  led 
to  a  more  accurate  adjustment  of  rates  to  statistical  data. 
We  do  not  regard  it  probable,  however,  that  whatever  changes 
may  still  have  to  be  made  in  the  division  of  operating  expenses 
between  freight  and  passenger  traffic  will  appreciably  affect 
the  present  conclusions  regarding  grain  rates  in  important 
particulars.  Furthermore,  the  season  for  moving  this  year's 
crop  is  at  hand.  According  to  the  census  of  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  for  1905,  nearly  175  million  bushels  of  grain  were 
produced  within  the  state  during  that  year;  and  it  is  a  matter 
of  some  consequence  to  the  producers  of  this  grain  whether 
the  new  rates  are  to  go  into  effect  at  once  or  at  a  later  time,, 
perhaps  after  the  greater  part  of  the  crop  has  been  moved.  In 
our  opinion  the  most  advantageous  course  of  procedure,  and 
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the  one  which  was  puraued,  was  to  revise  the  grain  rates  on 
the  basis  of  the  best  available  data  at  hand,  publish  the  new 
schedules  at  once,  and  leave  whatever  additional  changes  in 
rates  might  later  appear  to  be  necessary  and  just  for  future 
consideration. 

The  details  of  the  statistical  process  by  which  our  conclu- 
sions were  arrived  at  need  not  be  presented  here.  It  would 
require  many  pages  of  tables  and  explanations  to  make  the 
same  intelligible  and  inasmuch  as  the  rales  to  be  promulgated 
are  practically  the  accepted  results  of  the  various  eonfv  rences 
with  traflSc  officials  it  is  unnecessary  to  do  so.  Generally 
speaking  we  divided  the  operating  expenses  between  passenger 
and  freight  traffic  in  the  most  careful  manner  and  on  this 
basis  we  arrived  at  certain  conclusions  with  reference  to  the 
cost  of  doing  freight  business  both  with  respect  to  terminal 
and  to  haulage  charges.  The  rat  s  for  the  shorter  distances 
were  loaded  much  more  heavily  with  operating  expense  than 
the  rales  for  the  long  distances  for  the  reason  th?it  unlesb  this 
is  done  the  lonjr  distance  grain  traffic  will  move  only  with  dif- 
ficulty or  not  at  all. 

It  is  our  judgment  and  determination  that  the  following 
rates  on  grain  between  stations  named  herein  on  the  Wiscon- 
sin Central;  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha;  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern;  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
ways and  Milwaukee*.  Wisconsin,  are  reasonable  and  just; 
rnd  it  is  ordered  that  these  rates  shall  be  the  lawful  rates 
between  such  points. 
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Kates  on  grain  in  carloads  in  cents  per  hundred  pounds  be- 
tween stations  on  the  Chicago,  Milwauicee  &  St  Paul  Railway 
and  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 


Zenda     

Walworth     

Aynlon     

•Ranney    

*True8dale    

*Somer8    

•Corliss    , 

•FrankSTlUe    . . . , 

•Caledonia    

•Oakwood 

•Lake    

Sylyania 

Union   Grove    . . . 
KansasYllle    .... 

Dover    

Burlington     

Lyons     

Springfield     

Blkhorn     

Peek's  Station    . . 

Mayhew's     

Iroy   Center    . . . 

Delayan     

Darlen     

A.llens  Qrove    . . . 
Clinton   Junction 

Porters    

Belolt    

BIm   Grove    

Waukesha     

Genesee    

North    I*raiiie    . . 

E^gle     

Palmyra    

Whitewater     

Lima    

Biilton    

Milton   Junction 

B)dgerton     

Stonghton     

McFarland    

Madison    

Mlddleton     

Cross   Plains    . . . 
Black    Earth    . . , 

Masomanle    

Sauk    City    . . . . , 
Prairie  du   Sac 

Arena     

Spring  Green    . . 
Lone  Rock    .... 


7.5 

7.5 

8 

3 

8 

3 

8 

3 

3 

3 

8 

5 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6.6 

7 

6.6 

6.5 

6.5 

7.6 

7.5 

7.5 

8 

8 

8 

4 

4 

5 

6 

6 

6.5 

7 

7.5 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8.5 

8.5 

8.5 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9.r. 

9.5 


Goth«m     , 

Twin   Bluffs    . . . 
Richland   Center 

Avoca    

Muscoda    

Blue  River   .... 

Boscobel    

Woodman    

Wauzeka    

Steuben    

Barnum     

Petersburg    .... 
Belle  Center  . . . 

Gays  Mills    

Soldiers   Grove    . 

Readstown  

Viola     

La   Farge    


9.6 
9.5 
9.5 
9.6 
9.5 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 


Bridgeport    10 

Prairie  du  Chicn   

JanesvlUe    

Hanover    

OrfordviUe    

Brodhead    

Albany     

Monticello    

New  Glarus   

Jada    

Monroe    

Browntown    

Dill     

South  Wayne  

Gratiot    

1  )unbarton    


10 
8 
8 
8 
9 

9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 

10 


ShuUsburg    10 

Darlington    

(Calamine    

Mineral  Point   

Belmont     

riatteviUe     

Brookfleld   Junction    

Pewaukee    

Ilartland    

Nashotah 

Oconomowoc    

Izonia    

Watertown    

Richwood    

ReeseviUe    

Elba    

Columboji    


9.6 

9.5 

9.6 
10 
10 

3 

3.5 

4 

4.6 

5 

6 

6.5 

6.5 

7 

7.6 

7.6 
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•Fall   River    7.6 

*Doylestown    8 

Ulo    8.5 

Wyocena     9 

Portage  City    9 

Lewiston    9 

Kilbourn  City   9.5 

Lyndon    9.5 

Mauston    9.5 

New  Lisbon    • .         9.6 

Orange    9.6 

Camp  Douglas   10 

Oakdale    10 

Tomah     10 

Tunnel  City   10 

Lafayette    10 

Sparta    10 

Rockland    10 

Bangor    10 

West  Salem   10 

Med*ry    10 

North   La  Crosse    10 

La  Crosse    10 

Onalaslca    10 

Ilubbcllton    6.6 

Waterloo    7 

Marshall    7.5 

Deanville    7.5 

Sun  Prairie    8 

Burke    8 

Leon     10 

Melvina    10 

Cashton    10 

Westby 10 

Viroqua    10 

Darwin    8 

Windsor    8.6 

De  Forest   8.5 

Morrlsonvllle    8.5 

Arlington 0 

I*oynctte    0 

llartmau     9 

Valley  Junction    10 

Norway    10 

Mather     10 

Meadow   Valley   10 

Daly     10 

Babcock    10 

Necrdah         10 

Dextervllle    10 

Vcednm     10 

Cary     10 

Newtown    • .  • . .       10 

Hogan's  Spur    10 

Lindsey    10 

Boynton     10 

Lynn 10 


10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10.6 

11 

11 

11 

11.6 

11.6 

11.6 

11.5 

11.6 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

Hlxon     11.5 

MInoccjua     11.5 

Arbor  Vitae   11.5 

Sayner    11.5 

Star  Lake 11.6 

Granville    3 

Menomonce    8.6 

r^annon    8.6 

Templeton    8.5 


Romadka    

PittsTllle    

Hansen    

Vesper    

Arpin    

Craamoor    

Nekoosa    

Port  Edwards   . . . 
Grand   Rapids    . . . 

Rudolph    

Junction  City   . . . . 

Dancy    

Knowlton    

Mosinee    

Planners    , 

Schofleld    

Wausau 

Brokaw    

Heights    '. . . . 

Trap  City 

Pine  River   

Merrill    

Welling    

Otis    

Foss   Siding    

Combs    

Alder  Lake    

Ileineman    

Gleason    

Doering    

Irma    

Gilbert    

Tomahawk    

Flea  (ford  Junction 

Bearskin    

Harshaw    

Goodnow     

Garth    

II azol hurst    


Sussex     

Merton     

North   Lake    

Germantown     

Richfield    

Schleislngerville    • . 

Hartford     , 

Rubicon    

Minnesota  Junction 


3.5 
4 

4.5 

3.5 

4 

6 

6.6 

6.5 

7 
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Rolling   Prairie    7.5 

Beaver  Dam   7.6 

^Fox   Lake    7.5 

•Randolph    7.5 

•Cnmhria 8 

rardievllle    8 

ThlensvUIe    3 

Cedarburf;    4 

Grafton     4.5 

Sn'jkville    5 

Fredonia    5.6 

Random   Lake    6 

Middle    Inlet     11.5 

Wau»ankoe    11.6 

AtheUtane     11.5 

Girard    Junction    11.5 

Amberg    11.5 

Aden     6.5 

•Wnldo     6.5 

•Plymouth     ••  6.5 

•Elkhart  Lake   6.5 

•Kiel     6.5 

•New    Ilolstein 6 

•Ilayton     5.5 

•Chilton     5 

•Hllhert  Junction    6 

•Shtu'wood     6.5 

Lake   l*ark    7.5 

Menasha    7.5 

Neenah     7.5 

ApplPton     7.5 

•Forest  Junction   6.5 

•Askeaton     7 

Greenleaf     8.5 

Midway     9.5 

De  Pere 9.5 

Green    Bay    0 .  r> 

Cormier     10 

TrcmMe     10 

Soblrskl     10 

Abrams     10 

Pcmblne     11.." 

Oconto   Junction    10 

Oconto    10 

Stiles     10 

Stiles  Junction   10 

•Corrections    and    readjustments. 


Lena    10 

Coleman    

Pound    

BeAver    

Ellis  Junction 

Porterfleld     

Bagley   Junction    

Marinette    

Woodland    6 

Iron  Ridge  Junction 6 

Ilorlcon   Junction    7 

Burnett   Junction    7 

Atwater     7 

Waupun    7 

Brandon  Junction 7 

Falrwater    7 

Utley    7 

Ma^rkesan     7 

Reed's    Corners    7 

Ripon    7 

Plcketts    7 

FIsk    7 

OshkoBh    7 

Rush  Lake  Junction 7 

Berlin     7 

Waukau    7 

Omro    7 

Wlnneconne    7 

MayvlUe    6 

Knowles     7 

Thetis     7 

South  Byron    7 

Fond  du  Lac 7 

Trevlno    ^  *> 

Dnrand    "•'» 

Ked  Cedar    

Meridian     

( 'ary  vllle    

Torter's  Mills    

':nn  Claire    

radger   Mills    

Chippewa  Falls    

'  >nnnvllle     

I>ownsvllle 

Menomonle    

Cedar  Falls    


.5 


5 
5 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.  5 
.5 
.5 
.5 


.5 
.5 
.5 


,5 
5 


5 
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Kates  on  grain  in  carloads  in  cents  per  hundred  pounds  be- 
tween stations  on  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  and 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 


Sharon    

Clinton  Junction    . . . 

Sboplere    

Janesvllle    

Milton   Junction    . . . 

Koshkonong    

Ft.   Atkinson    

Jefferson    

Jefferson  Junction    . . 
Johnson's   Creek    . . . 

Watertown    

Clyman    

Juneau    

Minnesota   Junction 
Burnett   Junction    . . 

Chester    

Oak  Center 

Oakfield     

Fond  du  I^ac   

Van  Dyne 

South  Osbkosh    

Oshkosb 

State  Hospital   

Snells     

Neenab-Menasha    . . . 
Appleton  Junction   . . 

Appleton    

Little  Chute 

Kaukauna     

WrlRhtstown    

Little  Rapids   

De   Pere    

Green   Bay   Junction. 

Green   Bay    

Whiteflbb  Bay    

Mequon    

Ulao    

Port  Washington    . . 

Lime  Kilns    

Belgium    

Cedar  Grove   

Ootsburg    

Weedens     

•Sheljoygan     

•Seven  Mile  Creek    . 

•Cleveland    

•Newton    

•Manitowoc    

•Two  rivers   

•Montrose  Siding  ... 
•Branch    


.5 


.5 
.5 
.5 

.5 


7.5 

8 

8 

8 

8 

7 

7 

6 

6 

6 

0 

6 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

7 

8 

0 

0 

9 

9 

3 

3 

3 

4 

5 

6 

6 

6 

C 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 


5 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 


•Cato    

•Grimms    

•Ueedville    

•Brillion     

♦Forest  Junction 

* Dundas  

Combined    I^ocks 

Kiml)erly     

Burnside    

Greenville    

West  Greenville   . 
•Ilorton  Junction 

^ledlna     

Medina  Junction 

Larson    

Alienvllle    

New  London   .... 

Bciolt 

Afton    

Hanover 

Footville    

Ma.^nolla    

I'vansvIIIe   

Leydon   

Fellows    

Brooklyn    

Orcj^on    

Syene    

South  Madison  . . 

Madison   

Mendota 

Waunakce    

Dane 

LodI    

Okee   

Merrlmac 

Devil's  Lake 

Baraboo   

KIrkwood 

North  Freedom  . . 

Ableman's    

Uecdsburg    

La  Voile    

Grossman 

Wonewoc 

Union  Center  .... 

ICIroy    

Giendale    

Kendalls    

Wilton    

Norwalk 


6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

7 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

0 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8.5 

8.5 

9 

9 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

9.5 

10- 

10 

10 

10 


*  Correctioni  and  readjustments. 
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Repobt  op  the  Bailboad  Com:mission. 


Summit    10 

Siding  No.  4 10 

Sparta    10 

Rockland    10 

Bant^or 10 

West  Salem 10 

Medary  ( WInoaa  Jet.) 10 

Grand  Crossing 10 

La  Crosse    10 

Onalaslia   10 

Midway    11 

Lytles 11 

Trempealeau    11 

Galesvllle    11 

Pine  Creelc    12 

Marshland 12.5 

Bluff  Siding   12.5 

Necedab  10 

♦Cloverdale   10 

Cranberry  Center 10 

Necedab  Junction 10 

Beecber  St.  (Milwaukee) 8 

Layton  Park 3 

North  Greenfield 8 

Calboun 3.5 

(Vaukesha    4 

Wales 4.5 

Dousman   5 

Sullivan 6 

Helenvllle    6 

Lake    Mills 6.5 

London  7 

Deerfleld    7.5 

Cottage  Grove 8 

Ecbo 8 

Verona   8.5 

Riley's    8.5 

Klevenvllle     8.5 

Mount  Horeb 8.5 

Blue   Mounds    0 

B«rncveld    0 

Rldgeway ®  •  5 

Dodgeville   9-5 

Edmund   9.5 

Cobb ®-5 

Montfort    10 

Preston    10 

Stltzer    10 

Lancaster 10 

Fennimore 10 

Werley   10 

Woodman     10 

Livingston 10 

Rewey    10 

Leslie  10 

Mineral  Point  Crossing 10 

Ipswich    10 


PlattevlUe 10 

Elmo    10 

Cuba  City 10 

Benton   10 

Strawbrldge    10 

Buncombe    10 

Pleasant  Prairie    4 

Woodworth    5 

Bristol    6 

Salem     6 

Fox  River 6.5 

Bassett's    0.5 

•Twin  Lakes 7 

•Lake  Elizabeth 7 

•Genoa  Junction   7 

•Lake  Geneva 7 

Williams  Bay f  ^ 

•Kenosha 8 

♦Berryvllle    8 

•Racine  Junction «  8 

•Racine   ^ 

•Ives    3 

•County  Line ^ 

•Carrollvllle   ^ 

•South  Milwaukee ^ 

•Cudaby    ^ 

•St.  Francis ^ 

•Bay  View    ^ 

Slloam    SiOlng 2 

L.  S.  Junction 2 

Llndwurm     ^ 

Silver  Springs   ^ 

Granville   ^ 

Rockfleld    

Jackson    '  ^ 

West  Bend Z"^ 

„     ^  5.5 

Barton   

Kewaskum ^ 

Campbellsport J 

Eden II 

•Sheboygan  Falls ^-^ 

•Plymouth ^'^ 

•Glenbeulah    ^'^ 

•Hull's  Crossing |* 

•St.  Cloud I  ^ 

Calvary    g 

Malone _ "  g 

Peebles '  ^ 

Eldorado    * 

Rosendale    * 

West  Rosendale '• 

w^.  .....  7.0 

Ripon   - 

Arcade  Siding *° 

Green  Lake ^ 

Princeton 

Neshkora   ^'^ 

Watoma  J 

Wild    Rose ®° 


*  Corrections  and  readjustments. 
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Almond    10 

Bancroft    10 

Kellner 10 

Grand  Rapids  10 

Vesper    10 

Arpin    10 

Spring  Lnke  8.6 

Bed  Granite   8.5 

Soath  Centralia  10 

Port  Edwards 10 

Nekoosa   10 

New  London  Junction 9 

Sugarbush   9.5 

Bear  Creek   10 

Cllntonvllle 10 

Embarrass 10 

Belle  Plalne  10 

Shawano    10 

Cecil  10 

Underbill  10 

Mosllng    10 

Northern  Junction 10 

Claywood 11 

Surlng    11 

Breed    11 

Kingston    11 

Mountain 11 

Lakewood    11.5 

Wabeno    11.5 

Blackwell   Junction 11.5 

Laona 11.5 

Gillette 10 

North  Branch 10 

Oconto  Falls 10 

Stiles  Junction 10.5 

Oconto   10 

Buckbee   10 

Marlon 10 

Hunting 10 

Split  Rock ". 10 

Tigerton 10 

Whltcomb    10 

Wittenberg 10 

Eland  Junction 10 

Elderon 10 

Galloway  10 

RoBholt 10 

Norrle 10 

Hatley 10 

Rlngle    10 

Gallon    10 

Kelly    10 

Wausau    10 

Marathon  City 10 

Edgar 10 

Fenwood    10 

Stratford  10     , 

14— R.  R. 


McMillan 

Mnrshfleld   

Blrnamwood    

Anlwa    

Rlmhurst 

Antigo    

Webster's  (Sylvan  Lake) 

BryAnt 

Malcolm 

Elton    

Junction  Sherry  Spur. . . 

Drexel   

Deerbrook    

Kempster 

Koepnlck   

Summit  Lake 

Elcho   c 

Pratt  Junction 

Lennox 

NashylUe 

Crpndon 

Parrlsh  Junction 

Parrlsh 

Jeffris  Junction  

Jeffrls    

Harrison    

I'clican 

^lonlco  Junction 

Malvern 

Satult 

Rhinelander 

Newbold 

McNaughton    

Tomahawk  Lake 

Woodruif   (Arbor  Vltae) . 

Boltun    

Lac  du  Flambeau 

Powell   

Manitowlsh   

Mercer   

Carson    

Sand  Rock 

Van  Busklrk 

Hurley   

Glle    

Pence  

Kimball    

Saxon  

Cedar   

Alder    

Odanah  

Hear  Trap 

Ashland    

Gagen    

Stella  Junction 

Three   Lake    

Eagle  River 


10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11..' 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

11.5 

12 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

1  -J .  5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

11.6 

12 

12 

12 
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Conovor    12 

Hacklpy    12 

Uiimmeirs    12 

State-  Line 12 

I*ulp    12  5 

Spri  atl  Kn;;le 12 '  5 

mils  do    12.5 

Hematite    12  5 

Commonwealth   12,5 

Florence 12.5 

RIdgetop    '*'  12.5 


Brule    12.5 

Duck  Creek 10 

Saranac    10 

Biff  Suamico 10 

lirookside 10 

Tensaukee    10 

Oconto   10 

Ellm   10.5 

Wilcox    10.6 

Peshtlgo 11 

Marinette n. 


Rates  on  ^rain  in  carloads  in  cents  per  hundred  pounds  be- 
tween stations  oi.  the  lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  and  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 


Trevor    

Camp  Lake 

Silver  Lake 

Wheatland 

Burlington 

Honoj'  Creek 

Lake  Bculnh   . . , . 

Mukwonaffo 

Vernon   

Waukesha    

Duplalnvllle    . . . . 

Templpton    

Colgate 

Rupby  Junction    . 
SclilPR'Hvrville 

Cedar  Uiko  

Allonton 

Theresa    

Lomira 

Byron   

Hamilton   

Fond  du  Lac 

Van  Dyne    

Oshkosh   

State  Hospital   . . 

Neenali 

Menas'ia     

•Sh(  rwood 

•Hin»ert  Junction 

•Potter 

•Collins   

•Valders 

•Madsen 

•Alverno    

•Manitowoc 

Medina  Junction. 

Dale   

Fremont 

Glirs  Landing  ... 


6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

5 

4 

3. 

3. 

4 

4. 


5.5 

5.5 

6.5 

7 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

7.5 

6.5 

6 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

6.5 

8 

8 

8.5 

9 


WeyAuwega 

Waupaca 

S'^reridan    

Amherst 

Amherst  Junction 

Custer 

Stockton     

Stevena  Point  . . . 

riover 

Bancroft 

IMalnlleld 

Hancock 

Coloma 

Westfield    

I'ackwaukee     .... 

Montello 

Endeavor  

Portage    

Junction  City  . . . 

Milladore 

Slierry    

Auburndale   

Hewitt   

Marsh fleld    

Rupllnger*8  Spur  . 

-Arpln    

Vesper    

S:gel  

Grand  Rapids  . . . 
South  Centralla  . 
Port  Edwards  . . . 

Nekoosa   

Mohle 

Veefkind    

Spokevllle    

Loyal    

Greenwood 

Mann    

Spencer 


0.5 
9.5 
9.6 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9.6 
9.5 
0.6 
9.5 
9.5 
9.6 
9.6 
9.5 
9.5 
9.5 
9 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 
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Unity    10 

Colby    10 

Abbotsford    10 

Dorchester 10 

Stetsonvllle 10 

Medf ord  10 

•Chelsea  '. 10.5 

Rib  Lake   ($2.50  per  car  above 
Chelsea). 

Westboro   11 

Ogema    11.5 

Prentice  Jet « .  11.5 

Prentice     11.5 

Phillips    12 

Flfleld    12.5 

Park  Falls 12.5 

Butternut    12.5 

Glldden    12.5 

Morse 12.5 

Mellen    12.5 

Up6on     12.5 

Iron  Belt 12.5 

Hoyt 12.5 

Hurley   12.5 

High  Bridge 12.5 


Marengo 12.5 

Ashland   12.5 

Curtiss  10. r> 

White    River 12.5 

Thorpe  10 

Stanley 10.5 

Boyd     10.5 

Cadott    10.5 

Bateman    11 

Chippewa  Falls 11 

Badger  Mills 11 

Eau  Claire 11 

Howard    11 

Albertvllle 11 

Colfax    11 

Wheeler   11 

Boyceville    11.6 

Downing    11.5 

Glenwood 11.5 

Emerald * 11.0 

Cylon    12 

Jewett  Mills 12 

New  Richmond 12.5 

Somerset    12 .  U 


Bates  on  grain  in  carloads  in  cents  per  hundred  pounds  be- 
tween stations  on  the  lines  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  Railway  Company  and  Milwaukee,  Wiscon- 


sm. 

Elroy 

Tunnel   , 

Hustler    , 

Camp  Douglas  . . , 
Necedah  Junction  . 
Valley  Junction  . , 

Warren 

Mlllston , 

Sheppard  

Black  River  Falls. 

Merrillan 

Trow    

Columbia   

Wedges  Creek  . . . . 

Sydney  

NeillsviUe    

Kurth    

Granton 

Yolo   

Chili 

Cedarhurst    

Ebbe 

Marshfleld   


9.5 

10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 
10 


Humbird    

Fairchild    

Price    

Osseo    

Llnderman  .... 

Strum    

Eleva    

Mondovl 

Kempton    

Augusta   

Rosedale    

Fall  Creek  .... 

Altoona    

Eau  Claire  .... 

Truax  

Elk  Mound   . . . 

Rusk 

Menomonle  Jet. 
Menomonle    . . . 

Tramway 

Teegarden    .... 

Knapp    

Wilson   


10 

10 

10.5 

11 

11 

11 

11.5 

11.5 

10 

10 

10 

10. » 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11 

11.6 

11.6 
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Repout  01'  TiiK  Railboad  Commission. 


Hereey   

Woodvllle  . . 
Emerald  .... 
SprlDf?  Valley 
Elmwood  . . . 
Comfort  .... 

Weston 

Baldwin  .... 
Hammond  . . 
Roberts  . . . . 
Chapman  . . . 
N.  Wisconsin 

Hudson    

Frescott  Road 

Glover    

River  Falls  . . 
Severance  . . . 
Beldenvllle  . . 
Ellsworth  . . . 
Burkhardt  . . . 
Board  man  . . . 
New  Richmond 

Stanton    

Deer  Park  . . . 
Clear  I>ake  . . 
Richardson    . . 

Clayton    

Turtle  Lake  . . 

Perlev    

Comsiock   .... 
Cumberland  . . 
Granite  Lake 
Barronott    . . . 
Shell   Lake   . . 

Spooner    

Superior  .Tct.  . 
Lampson  .... 
Lakeside    .... 

Minong    

Huser 

Wascott  

Gordon  

Solon  Springs 

Sauntry   

Bennett    

Hawthorne    . . 


Jet 


.6 
.5 
.6 

5 
.5 

5 
.5 

5 


2.5 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 


.5 
.5 
.5 


2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2.5 

2.5 

2.5 

2.5 

2.5 

2.5 

2.5 

2 

2 

2 

2 

o 

*t 

2 
o 

2 

2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.6 


Hlnes   12 

Rockmont    12 

South  Range 12 

Itasca i 12 

Nettleton  Ave 12 

Superior 12 

Spring  Brook 12 

Stinnett 12 

Hayward    12 

Phlpps    12 

Leonard   . . .' 12 

Cable    12 

Drummond    12 

Sweden 12 

Grandvlew 12 

Blbon    12 

Mason    12 

Benolt    12 

Dauby 12 

Koll    11 

Chippewa  Falls H 


Anson  . . . 
Jim  Falls 
Cobban  . . 
Hatch  ... 
Brunet  . . 
Holcombe 


12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.6 
.6 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.6 
.5 
.5 
.5 


.6 
.5 
.5 

.a 

.5 
.5 


Slllhawn    12.5 

.5 


12 
11 
11 
11 
12 
12 


Hannibal    

Eagle  Point 

Bloomer  

•Now  Auburn 

Chetek    

Cameron    

Rice  Lake 12 

Tuscobla    1- 

BrlU    12 

Blrchwood    12 

Yarnell 12 

Couderay   12 

Radisson    12 


Crooked 
Winter 


Rapids 12 

-  12 

Draper   12 

Haugeu    12 

Sarona   1^ 


.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 
.5 


♦  Corrections  and  readjustments 

Other  matters  complained  of  by  Walter  L.  Houser  will  be  dis- 
posed  of  in  a  separate  order. 
Dated  this  8th  day  of  August,  A.  D.,  1906. 

EATLROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halpord  Brickson, 

Commissioners. 


BxpOBT  OF  THB  Railboad  Coioossiov.  81& 

No.  50. 

IN  BE  GRAIN  RATES  CHARGED  BY  CHICAGO,  MILWAU- 
KEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

C.  E.  Yroman  appearing. 
See  Nomber  48. 


No.  51. 

IN  THE  MATTER  OP  THE  MENASHA  WOODENWARE 
COMPANY  Airo  WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

.Silas  Bullard,  for  Menasha  Woodenware  Company. 
Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company. 

This  proceeding  involves  the  legal  rate  under  which  certain 
forest  products  move. 

The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Co.  had  in  effect  a  tariff  un« 
der  which  forest  products  were  shipped  from  certain  stations  to 
Menasha.  A  new  and  a  higher  tariff  was  promulgated  by  the 
Railway  Company  about  June  15,  1905.  Such  tariff  was  dated 
as  of  April  1,  1905.  The  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  claimed 
the  right  to  ship  on  the  lower  and  older  tariff  during  the  year 
1905. 

Held,  (l)That  sec.  4  of  ch.  362,  Laws  of  1905,  made  aV  published 
i\ate8  in  force  on  April  1,  1905,  a  maximum  tariff  up  to  Decern* 
ber  31,  1905,  which  maximum  tariff  could  be  changed  osily  by 
the  Commission  for  cause  shown  a'nd  on  notice  to  the  partiel 
in  interest 

(2)  That  the  ante-dating  of  the  new  tariff  did  not  aifect  the  rights 
of  the  parties,  and  it  had  the  same  force  anxl  effect  as  if  dated 
upon  the  day  of  its  issue. 

(3)  That  the  shipments  in  question  should  be  made  on  the  tariff 
actually  in  force  on  April  1,  1905. 

The  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Company  is  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  staves  at  Menasha,  Wisconsin,  and  has  been  in 
the  habit  of  purchasing  bolts  to  manufacture  into  staves  at 
certain  stations  along  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway. 
Several  years  ago  a  rate  was  put  in  effect  from  Abbotsford, 
Wisconsin,  to  Menasha,  covering  the  shipment  of  such  product. 
Later  on  the  rate  was  extended  so  as  to  apply  to  Curtiss  station. 
The  rates  to  Abbotsfprd  and  Curtiss    were    continued    until 
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1901i  as  we  are  advised,  when  a  certain  advance  was  made  and 
shipments  continued  to  be  made  from  time  to  time  at  the  ad- 
vanced rate  up  to  July  1,  1905.  During  the  winter  of  1904 
and  1905  a  large  quantity  of  material  was  banked  at  Curtiss 
station  which  the  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Company  desired 
to  ship  to  Menasha  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing.  The 
shipments  commenced  sometime  during  the  spring  of  1905  and 
continued  up  to  December  of  that  year.  Chapter  362  of  the 
Laws  of  1905  was  published  on  June  16,  1905.  Section  35 
of  that  act  provided  or  required  that  schedules  of  rates  in  force 
on  April  1,  1905,  should  be  filed  with  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion within  thirty  days  after  the  passage  and  publication  of  the 
act.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  filed  with  the 
Railroad  Commission  a  tariff  covering  shipments  of  various 
kinds  of  raw  material  from  points  on  its  line  to  Menasha  sub- 
Btantially  within  the  time  provided  for  in  section  35,  which 
tariff  bore  date  April  1,  1905.  The  tariff  so  filed  made  a  rate 
on  the  material  piled  for  sliipment  by  the  Menasha  Wooden 
Ware  Company  very  much  higher  than  the  rate  originally  in 
force.  In  June,  1905,  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany notified  the  Monasha  Wooden  Ware  Company  that  it 
must  complete  its  shipment  from  Curtiss  station  during  the 
months  of  July  and  August  as  the  old  tariff  under  which  it 
was  operating  would  not  be  allowed  to  remain  in  force  any 
longer.  For  some  reason  shipments  were  not  all  concluded 
within  the  time  fixed.  The  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Company 
being  indebted  to  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  on 
account  of  freight  shipped  refused  to  pay  on  this  shipment  of 
l)olts  any  other  or  greater  rate  than  that  prescribed  in  the  tariff 
that  had  been  in  force  for  several  years  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  Railroad  Commission  Law.  The  new  tariff  that  was  fil^d 
with  the  Railroad  Commission,  and  which  it  may  be  claimed 
superseded  the  old  tariff,  was  not  in  fact  compiled  until  about 
June  15,  1905.  The  Wisconsin  Central  Railroad  Company 
expressed  a  willingness  to  allow  the  shipment  of  the  Menasha 
Wooden  Ware  Company  to  be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  tariff 
in  force  prior  to  April  1,  1905,  provided  it  could  do  so  without 
violating  the  Railroad  Commission  Law.  Mr.  T.  H.  Gill,  at- 
torney for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  and  Mr 
Silas  BuUard,  attorney  for  the  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Con> 
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pany  appeared  before  the  Commission,  and  agreed  on  the  fore- 
going statements  of  facts,  which  were  taken  down  by  the  Com- 
mission's stenographer,  and  requested  the  Commission  to  render 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  payment  in  question  could 
legally  be  made. 

The  question  in  dispute  between  the  parties  here  as  we  un- 
derstand it  involves  several  thousand  dollars.  It  is  peculiarly  a 
question  for  the  courts  and  not  for  the  Commission.  Any  con- 
clusion we  might  reach  is  binding  on  no  one  and  settles  nothing. 
The  courts  may  follow  it  if  they  concur  in  it  and  may  reject  it 
if  they  do  not.  The  law  under  which  we  are  operating  makes 
no  provision  for  the  submission  of  such  a  question  to  us.  There 
is  but  one  consideration  that  we  think  of  that  would  justify  any 
action  on  our  part  in  the  matter.  If  we  reach  a  conclusi^^n 
that  the  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  is  right  in  the  controversy 
and  payment  is  made  by  the  Railway  Company  in  good  faith 
relying  on  such  conclusion  both  parties  would  probably  be  re- 
lieved of  the  penalty  provided  by  statute  if  it  should  be  ul- 
timately decided  that  our  construction  of  the  law  was  wrong. 
Such  we  take  to  be  the  logic  of  the  decision  recently  announced 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Wisconsin  in  the  case  of  the  Stcute  of 
Wisconsin  vs.  The  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company 
involving  the  collection  of  a  penalty  for  failure  to  report  gross 
earnings  as  a  basis  for  taxation.  At  the  urgent  solicitation  of 
the  parties  in  interest  we  have  reluctantly  concluded  to  travel 
outside  of  what  we  conceive  to  be  our  legitimate  domain  in  the 
present  instance.  If  we  hereafter  conclude  that  the  practice 
is  bad  it  will  be  discontinued. 

The  provisions  of  the  Wisconsin  law  that  have  a  more  or  less 
direct  bearing  on  the  question  before  us  are  sections  4,  22,  24 
and  35  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905. 

Section  4  provides:  ** Every  railroad  shall  print  in  plain 
type  and  file  with  the  commission,  within  a  time  to  be  fixed 
by  the  commission  schedules  which  shall  be  open  to  public 
inspection,  showing  all  rates,  fares  and  charges  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  property,  and  any  service 
m  connection  therewith,  which  it  has  established  and  which 
are  in  force  at  the  time  between  all  points  in  this  state 
upon  its  line,  or  any  line  controlled  or  operated  by  it,  and 
the  rates,  fares  and  charges  shown  in  such  schedules  which 
are  to  take  effect  prior  to  January  1st,  1906,  shall  not  ex- 
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ceed  the  rates,  fares  aud  charges  shown  on  the  schedules 
filed  under  the  provisions  of  section  35  of  this  act." 

Sec.  4a.  **No  change  shall  thereafter  be  made  in  any 
schedule  •  •  •  except  upon  ten  days'  notice  to  the 
commission  •  •  •  provided  the  commission  upon  ap- 
plication of  any  railroad  may  prescribe  a  less  time  within 
which  a  reduction  may  be  made.'' 

Sec.  4c.  **It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  railroad  to  charge, 
demand,  collect  or  receive  a  greater  or  less  compensation 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  or  for  any 
serv'ice  in  connection  therewith  than  is  specified  in  such 
printed  schedules  *  *  *  as  may  at  the  time  be  in  force, 
and  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  named  therein  shall  be 
the  lawful  rates,  fares  and  charges  until  the  same  are 
changed  as  herein  provided." 

Sec.  22.  '*If  any  railroad  •  •  •  shaU  •••  de- 
mand, collect  or  receive  from  any  person,  firm  or  corpora- 
tion a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  ren- 
dered or  to  be  rendered  by  it  for  the  transportation  of  per- 
sons or  property  •  •  •  than  that  prescribed  in  the  pub- 
lished tariffs  then  in  force,  or  established  as  herein  provided 
or  than  it  charges,  demands,  collects  or  receives  from  any 
other  person,  firm  or  corporation  for  a  like  and  contempor- 
aneous service  such  railroad  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  un- 
just discrimination  which  is  hereby  prohibited  and  declared 
to  be  unlawful  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  forfeit  and 
pay  into  the  state  treasury  not  leas  than  one  hundred  dollars 
nor  more  than  ten  thousand  dollars  for  each  offense." 

Section  24  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  shipper  to  accept 
any  rebate  or  concession  whereby  his  property  is  **  trans- 
ported at  a  less  rate  than  that  named  in  the  published  tar- 
iffs in  force  as  provided  therein,"  and  provides  a  penalty 
for  such  a  violation  of  the  law. 

Section  35  provides:  ** Until  December  31,  1905,  unless 
the  commission  shall  otherwise  order,  after  application  ann 
hearing  as  hereinafter  provided,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
railroad  within  this  state  to  demand,  collect,  or  reooivc  a 
greater  compensation  for  the  transportation  of  property 
between  points  in  this  state  than  the  charge  fixed  in  the 
lowest  published  schedule   of  rates  for  the  same  service 
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between  the  same  points,  in  force  on  the  1st  day  of  Apri^ 
1905.    Every  railroad  in  this  state  shall,    within  thirly 
days  after  the  passage  and  publication  of  this  act,  file  *** 
the  oflBce  of  the  commission  copies  of  all  schedules  o.  ra^cs, 
including  joint  rates  in  force  on  its  line  or  lines  betweeiB 
points  within  this  state^  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1905,  and 
all  rates  in  force  between  such  points  at  any  time  subse- 
quent to  said  date.    Any  railroad  desiring  to  advance  oi 
discontinue  any  such  rate  or  rates  may  make  application 
to  the  commission  in  writing,  stating  the  advance  in  or  dis- 
continuation of  the  rate  or  rates  desired,  giving  the  reasons 
for  such  advance  or  discontinuation.    Upon  receiving  such 
application,  the  commission  shall  fix  a  time  and  place  for 
hearing,  and  give  such  notice  to  interested  parties  as    it 
shall  deem  proper  and  reasonable.    If,  after  such  hearing 
and  investigation,  the  commission  shall  find  that  the  change 
or  discontinuation  applied  for  is  reasonable,  fair  and  just,  it 
shall  grant  the  application  either  in  whole  or  in  part.    Any 
railroad  being  dissatisfied  with  any  order  of  the  commis* 
sion  made  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  may  com* 
mence  an  action  against  it  in  the  circuit  court  in  the  man 
ner  provided  in  section  16  of  this  act  which  action  shal! 
be  tried  and  determined  in  the  same  manner  as  is  provided 
in  said  section." 

It  is  apparent  from  the  foregoing  statutes  that  the  only  qaes 
tion  involved  is>  what  was  the  legal  rate  in  force  at  the  time  tht 
shipments  in  question  were  made.  If  the  tariff  now  on  file 
with  the  Commission  was  in  force  any  refund  such  as  is  sought 
to  be  received  by  the  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Company  would 
amount  to  a  rebate  unlawful  alike  for  the  carrier  to  give  and 
for  the  shipper  to  accept.  If  the  rate  admittedly  in  effect  on 
and  after  April  1st,  is  the  lawful  rate  then  the  Menasha  Wood- 
enware  Company  has  the  right  to  insist  that  no  greater  charge 
be  exacted  of  it.  In  fact  the  statute  attach-es  a  penalty  for  an 
unauthorized  exaction  of  this  kind. 

The  tariff  on  file  with  the  Commission  bears  date  April  1st 
but  it  is  admitted  that  such  tariff  was  ante-dated  and  that  it 
was  not  made  up  earlier  than  June  15.  This  ex  post  facto 
proceeding  cannot,  we  apprehend,  vary  the  rights  of  the 
parties.      If  the  tariff  in  question  would  not  be  applicable  if 
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it  were  dated  as  of  the  time  it  was  bom  into  the  world,  placing 
a  stamp  of  antiquity  on  it,  which  it  did  not  deserve,  would  not 
enhance  its  virtues  or  add  to  its  comprehensiveness  when  the 
real  facts  were  made  known. 

We  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  incongruity  between  sec- 
tions 4  and  35  of  the  law.  Logically  section  35  should  precede 
section  4,  but  the  arrangement  is  not  important.  Logically, 
perhaps  the  second  sentence  of  section  35  should  precede  the 
first  one.  The  second  sentence  requires  a  railway  company 
within  thirty  days  after  the  passage  of  the  act  to  file  '*  copies 
of  all  schedules  of  rates  •  •  •  in  force  on  its  line  or  lines 
between  points  witlmi  this  state  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1905, 
and  all  rates  in  force  between  such  points  at  any  time  subsequent 
to  such  date," 

There  is  no  ambiguity  in  this  requirement  whatever.  All 
rates  in  force  on  April  1,  1905,  should  be  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission regardless  of  whether  they  had  been  raised,  lowered  or 
discontinued  subsequent  to  that  timie,  and  under  this  provision 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  to 
file  the  rates  then  in  force  affecting  Menasha  Wooden  Ware 
Company  shipments.  If  any  new  rates  or  any  changes  in 
the  rates  in  force  on  April  1,  were  made  between  that  time 
and  the  date  of  the  passage  and  publication  of  the  law  such 
new  rates  or  charges  should  also  be  filed  with  the  Commission. 
The  statutory  requirement  is  too  plain  to  admit  of  doubt  on 
the  proposition  stated.  The  first  sentence  of  section  35  pro- 
vides that  until  December  31,  1905,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Commission  after  hearing,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
railwa}''  within  the  state  to  charge  more  for  any  service  **  be- 
tween points  in  this  state  than  the  charge  fixed  in  the  lowest 
published  schedule  of  rates  for  the  same  service  between  the 
same  points  in  force  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1905."  With  one 
exception,  which  will  be  hereafter  discussed,  there  is  neither 
ambiguity  nor  room  for  divergent  constructions  of  this  sen- 
tence. The  ambiguity  relates  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
** published"  as  used  in  the  sentence.  The  purpose  of  the 
statute  we  think  is  apparent.  The  proposed  law  had  been 
pending  before  the  legislature  for  some  time.  Some  strife  has 
been  engendered.  A  commission  appointed  under  it  would  have 
much  to  learn  before  it  could  deal  intelligently  with  rates.  It 
was  perhaps  feared  that  some  rates  had  been  raised  in  anticipa- 
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tion  of  the  passage  of  the  act,  and  that  others  might  be  raised 
after  its  passage  and  before  the  CornniLssion  was  so  organized 
as  to  intelligently  protect  the  shippers.  It  was,  therefore,  we 
apprehend,  the  purpose  and  intent  of  the  law  to  make  the 
rates  in  force  on  April  1,  a  period  ante-da  ling  the  passage 
of  the  act,  about  six  weeks,  the  maximum  rates  that  could  be 
changed  during  the  remainder  of  the  year  1C05.  Discriminat- 
ing and  unreasonable  rates  might  be  in  eiiect  at  that  time 
that  were  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  puii^ose  of  the  law  but 
such  rates  could  be  adjusted  by  the  Commission  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  carriers  or  of  the  shippers  or  by  the  Conmiission  on 
its  own  motion.  The  carriers  were,  however,  forbidden  to  raise 
the  rates  of  April  1,  except  on  application  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  before  the  Commission  could  act  it  must  order  a 
hes^ring  and  give  the  parties  affected  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard.  We  think  the  provision  for  a  maximum  tariff  for  a  few 
montKs  until  the  Commiss-ion  could  get  i|i  working  order  was 
a  reasonable  one  whether  necessary  or  not. 

Section  4  requires  the  railway  companies  to  *' print  in 
plain  type  and  file  with  the  commission  within  a  time  to 
be  fixed  by  the  commission  schedules  •  •  •  showing 
all  rates,  fares  and  charges  for  the  transportation  of  per- 
sons and  property  which  it  has  established  and  which  are  in 
force  at  the  time  between  all  points  in  this  state  upon  its 
line  *  •  and  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  shown  in  such 
schedules  which  are  to  take  effect  prior  to  January  1st, 
1906,  shall  not  exceed  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  shown 
on  the  schedules  filed  under  section  35  of  this  act.'' 

Under  section  35  copies  of  the  tariffs  should  be  filed  within 
thirty  days.  The  *' printed''  schedules  provided  for  by  section 
4  should  be  filed  at  such  time  as  the  Commission  should  direct. 
It  was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that  very  many  of  the 
thousands  of  tariffs  in  force  were  not  printed.  For  the  conven- 
ience of  the  Commission  it  was  thouprht  necessary  that  they 
should  be.  To  do  so  would  necessarily  consume  much  time. 
It  was  essential  that  tariffs  should  be  promptly  filed  with  the 
Commission  even  if  they  were  not  in  the  most  convenient  form. 
Hence  the  provision  contained  in  section  35  in  regard  to 
the  time  of  filing  copies  of  tariffs  was  intended  to  cover  the 
interim  between  the  thirty  day  limit  and  the  time  fixed  by  the 
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Commission  under  section  4.  Section  4  carefully  preserves 
the  provision  of  section  35  providing  for  a  maximum  legisla- 
tive tariff  until  December  31,  1905. 

The  solution  of  the  question  here  involved,  as  we  view  it, 
hinges  on  the  meaning  of  the  word  ** published''  as  used  in  sec- 
tion 35.  If  the  rate  which  the  M^enasha  Wooden  Ware  Company 
was  shipping  its  logs  under  was  a  published  rate  within  the 
intent  and  meaning  of  that  statute  then  it  is  the  lawful  rate 
to-day  because  it  has  not  been  lawfully  superseded.  If  the  rate 
was  not  published  a  different  question  is  presented. 

Before  the  passage  of  the  Wisconsin  law,  tariffs  applicable 
in  the  state  might  be  divided  into  three  general  but  not  very 
rell  defined  groups.  (1)  Those  relating  to  inter-state  ship- 
ments which  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  required  should 
be  filed  in  a  public  place  in  each  railway  station  as  well  as 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  (2)  Those 
dealing  with  class  rates  which  generally  covered  numerous  com- 
modities and  a  large  number  of  stations  and  which  were  kept 
in  the  office  of  the  railway  company  and  in  the  depots  in 
stations  affected  by  such  rates.  (3)  Those  dealing  with  com- 
modities that  were  not  shipped  on  a  class  rate  frequently  relat- 
ing to  a  single  commodity  and  to  shipments  between  two 
stations  only.  Such  rates  were  sometimes  promulgated  in  the 
form  of  a  letter,  sometimes  they  were  sent  out  in  a  printed 
tariff,  sometimes  they  were  typewritten  or  hektographed.  Of 
such  tariff's  a  copy  was  kept  in  the  railway  office,  one  was  sent 
to  the  agent  at  the  receiving  station,  one  to  the  agent  at  the 
point  of  delivery  and  one  usually  if  not  always  sent  to  the  ship- 
per. The  tariff'  in  question  came  within  the  last  class.  Is  such 
a  promulgation  of  a  tariff  a  publication  of  it  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  law? 

It  was  suprgested  rather  than  urged  by  the  counsel  for  the 
Railway  Company  that  the  word  published  as  usred  in  section  35 
related  to  the  first  class  of  tariffs  only.  The  language  of  the 
act  expressly  excludes  this  interpretation  of  legislative  intent. 
The  law  required  the  filing  of  schedules  showing  all  rates  be- 
tween points  within  the  state.  The  railways  were  forbidden  to 
exact  more  than  the  published  schedules  showed  the  rates  of 
charge  to  be  between  points  within  the  state.  Only  inter-state 
rates  were  required  to  be  posted  up  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Law.     While  it  is  no  doubt  true  that  there  were  some 
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purely  intra-state  rates  in  the  schedules  posted  of  inter-state 
rates,  still  their  inclusion  in  such  schedules  which  was  not  re- 
quired by  law  could  hardly  be  construed  to  be  a  publication 
of  such  rates  if  by  publication  is  meant  the  giving  of  publicity 
in  some  manner  provided  by  law.  And  it  would  hardly  be  do- 
ing justice  to  the  intelligence  of  the  legislature  to  say  that  it 
intended  that  only  such  intra-state  rates  should  prevail  until 
December  31,  as  were  included  in  inter-state  schedules.  We 
reject  this  idea  as  being  illogical. 

It  was  further  suggested  by  counsel  for  the  Railway  Company 
that  in  any  event  the  publication  referred  to  in  section  35 
should  not  be  construed  to  apply  beyond  those  classified  sched- 
ules of  rates  that  were  usually  printed  and  applied  to  numer- 
ous points  aad  generally  to  numerous  articles,  which  schedules 
were  on  file  with  the  agents  of  the  railway  companies  at  the 
various  stations  to  which  such  schedules  applied.  The  difller- 
ence  between  the  publicity  given  to  the  second  and  third  gen- 
eral class  of  rates  is  a  difference  in  degree  only.  Such  pub- 
licity was  given  in  either  case  as  would  enable  the  station 
agent  at  a  given  station  to  quote  rates  to  the  point  to  which 
the  shipper  desired  to  ship.  When  the  tariffs  related  to  intra- 
state rates  pure  and  simple  the  general  public  had  no  more 
right  to  insist  on  an  inspection  of  them  than  it  would  have  in 
case  of  a  purely  local  tariff. 

We  think  it  was  the  intent  of  the  legislature  to  include  all 
rates  and  tariffs  that  were  given  out  in  the  usual  and  cus- 
tomary manner  by  railroads  when  they  undertook  to  establish 
rates.  Simply  because  one  tariff  was  of  more  general  appli- 
cation than  another  and  was  therefore  to  be  found  in  more 
stations  does  not  prove  that  the  tariff'  of  the  more  limited  cir- 
culation was  not  published.  It  was  made  public  to  the  extent 
it  was  deemed  necessary  in  order  to  move  traffic  under  it.  The 
classified  rates  were  not  amalji:amated  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
vertisement or  publicity,  but  for  convenience.  There  was  ap- 
parently no  reason  or  motive  for  making  the  one  class  of  rates 
public  and  the  other  secret. 

The  word  ** publish"  itself  has  no  technical  legal  significance. 
To  arrive  at  its  meaning  in  a  statute  we  must  have  recourse  to 
lexicography.  The  meaning  of  the  word  is  perhaps  as  well 
understood  as  is  any  definition  of  it 
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The  Century  Dictionary  gives  the  meaning  of  the  word,  **To 
make  known  to  people  in  general :  promulgate  or  proclaim  as  a 
law  or  edict.  To  exhibit:  to  display,  disclose  or  reveal.  To 
introduce  to  public  notice.*'  Webster,  **To  make  public  or 
known  either  by  words,  writing  or  printing  as  what  before  was 
private  or  unknown  known:  to  notify  publicly:  to  divulge,  as 
a  private  transaction:  to  promulgate  or  proclaim  as  a  law." 
Worcester,  '*The  act  of  making  public." 

**  Publish  means  to  issue,  to  make  known  what  before 
was  privat.  :  to  put  into  circulation:  the  idea  of  publicity, 
of  circulation,  of  intended  distribution."  United  States 
vs,  WUliayns,  3  Fed.  484,  6.  **  Publish  primarily  m<ians  to 
make  known."    State  vs.  City  of  Orange,  54  N.  J.  L.  111. 

An  award  is  published  when  its  contents  are  made  known  to 
the  parties  in  interest.  Brooke  vs.  Mitchell,  6  Mees.  &  W.  473, 
478. 

A  libel  is  published  when  it  is  communicated  to  some  person 
other  than  the  plaintiff  who  understands  it. 
Prescott  vs.  Tonsey,  50  N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  12,  14. 
Staub  vs.  Van  Benthuysen,  36  La.  Ann.  467,  8. 

And  the  dictation  of  a  letter  containing  libelous  or  slander- 
ous matter  to  a  private  stenographer  constitutes  a  publication 
of  the  slander  or  libel  even  though  neither  the  stenographer 
nor  the  party  to  whom  the  letter  is  addressed  communicates 
its  contents  to  any  person. 

BambrUl  vs.  Schooley,  93  Md.  48. 

A  will  is  published  by  a  simple  declaration  of  the  testator  to 
the  witnesses  that  the  instrument  is  his  will. 
Compton  vs.  Mitton,  12  N.  J.  Law,  70,  71. 

A  publication  is  the  act  of  publishing  or  making  known; 
notifying  or  printing;  proclamation;  divulgation,  or  promul- 
gation. 

United  States  vs.  Comerford,  25  Fed.  902,  3. 

State  vs.  Grey,  21  Nev.  378,  (19  L.  R.  A.  134). 

Sprone  vs.  Pillshury,  72  Me.  20,  21. 

As  soon  as  the  tariff  in  question  was  issued  by  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  and  copies  of  it  were  sent  to  the 
stations  at  which    commodities    moving    under  it    were  re- 
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ceived  and  delivered  and  a  copy  was  sent  to  the  party  moving 
freight  thereunder  we  think  such  tariflf  was  made  known  or 
divulged  or  proclaimed  or  promulgated  and  that  it  was  there- 
fore published  within  the  meaning  of  the  law.  We  think  it  was 
the  manifest  purpose  and  intention  of  section  35  of  the  act  to 
make  a  maximum  tariflf  for  the  unexpired  portion  of  the  year 
1905,  and  that  such  rates  as  were  in  force  as  shown  by  the 
schedules  in  effect  April  1,  1905,  should  constitute  such  max- 
imum tariflf  and  that  such  rates  could  only  be  changed  on  ap- 
plication to  and  leave  by  the  Commission  in  the  manner  .pro- 
vided in  section  35.  We  do  not  think  the  failure  of  the  Railway 
Company  to  file  this  tariflf  can  aflfect  the  question  at  issue. 

We  think  what  the  legislature  had  in  mind  when  it  used  the 
word  "published''  was  giving  out  of  rates  to  shippers  in  the 
usual  and  customary  manner  in  which  rates  were  promulgated. 
It  could  hardly  have  intended  that  some  of  the  rates  in  force 
April  1,  should  be  continued  while  others  should  not  be,  and 
it  certainly  did  not  intend  that  none  of  the  rates  of  April  1, 
should  be  continued. 

It  is  our  conclusion,  therefore,  that  the  tariflfs  in  eflfect  on 
April  L  1905,  relating  to  the  shipment  in  question  continued 
to  be  the  legal  tariflf  until"  December  1,  1905,  when  such  ship- 
ment was  finished  and  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company  has  no  right  to  exact  any  greater  charge  from  the 
Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Company  than  that  prescribed  in  such 
tariflf. 

Dated  this  3rd  day  of  July,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 
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No.  52. 
P.  SMITH  ET  AL. 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY   COM- 

PANY. 

Petition  for  the  construction  of  a  station  at  Oleason,  Lin- 
coin  county.  The  petition  which  is  isigned  by  a  large  number 
of  najnes  sets  forth  the  amount  of  freight  and  passenger  busi- 
ness done  at  Gleason  and  alleges  that  the  present  meager  fa- 
cilities are  entirely  inadequate.  At  an  informal  conference  the 
Railway  Company  gave  assurance  that  a  station  would  be 
built  at  Gleason  with  as  much  promptness  as  possible,  which 
closed  the  case. 


No.  53. 
0.  G.  KINNEY 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  Respondent 

See  number  49. 


No.  64. 


ftlERRIMAC  BRICK  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

W.  G.  Bissell,  for  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Respondent. 

Petition  alleging  that  the  rates  on  common  brick  between 
Lodi  and  more  than  seventy-five  stations  named  in  the  peti- 
tion are  unduly  high  and  unreasonably  excessive  and  a  dis- 
crimination against  the  petitioner.  The  case  was  set  for  hearing, 
and  the  parties  appeared,  but  before  the  testimony  was  takcu 
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the  "spirit  of  compromise*'  caused  both  parties  to  state  be- 
fore the  Commission  that  a  satisfactory  schedule  of  rates  had 
been  agreed  upon  and  that  proceedings  should  be  dropped. 
These  rates  are,  of  course,  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commis- 
sion. 


No.  65. 


7i\r  RE  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY,  WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  MINNEAPOLIS,  ST.  PAUL  &  SAULT  STE 
MARIE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL, 
MINNEAPOLIS  &  OMAHA  RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
GREEN  BAY  &  WESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
AND  ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
THE  INTERPRETATION  OF  SUBDIVISION  **B"  OP 
RULE  17,  WESTERN  CLASSIFICATION  NO.  40. 

This  investigation  was  the  outcome  of  the  rates  charged  for 
shipments  of  boats  by  which  a  single  row-boat,  because  of  its 
dimensions,  took  a  higher  rate  than  a  number  of  other  boats 
of  slightly  different  dimensions  taken  altogether.  The  rule  to  Be 
investigated  had  only  recently  been  adopted  as  the  result  of 
abstract  mathematical  calculations  made  by  persons  who  were 
not  familiar  with  traffic  matters.  The  purposes  of  the  inves- 
tigation are  set  forth  in  the  following  notice  issued  by  the 
Commission. 

*  *  Sub-division  ''B"  of  Rule  17,  Western  Classification  No. 
40  taking  effect  April  1st,  1906,  Page  4  contains  the  following 
provisions. 

*A  minimum  chaise  of  5,000  lbs  at  1st  class  rate  will  ap- 
ply on  articles  loaded  in  box  or  stock  cars  when  such  ar- 
ticles exceed  71*^  feet  in  heisrht  or  6  feet  in  width  or  22 
feet  in  length.  Also  on  articles  more  than  IG^/o  foot  in 
length  when  exceeding  2  feet  in  width,  or  10  feet  in 
lenerth  when  exceeding  4  f-eet  in  width,  or  more  than  S^A 
feet  in  length  when  exceeding?  5  feet  in  width,  except  that 
actual  weight  and  class  rate  may  be  applied  whenever  the 
small  end  door  is  utilized  for  loading  articles  in  which  th<» 
15— R.  R, 
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only  dimension  that  prevents  loading  through  side  doors,  is 
length.  In  loading  such  articles  the  small  end  doors  may 
be  used  without  subjc-cting  shipment  to  minimum  charges 
of  5,000  lbs.,  at  first  class  rate.'  '' 

An  amendment  changing  the  marginal  notation  oppositi! 
said  rule  was  filed  in  this  office  on  June  8,  1906,  which 
amendment  reads  as  follows:  ** Minimum  charge  for  articles 
loaded  on  open  cars  and  for  large  articles  loaded  in  box  cars." 
*'In  applying  the  rule  the  greatest  dimension  of  a  package  will 
be  considered  its  length;  the  second  greatest  dimension  its 
height;  and  the  remaining  dimension,  its  width." 

The  foregoing  rule  as  amended  appears  to  this  Commission 
to  be  ambiguous,  indefinite  and  uncertain.  It  also  appears  to 
us  that  it  has,  in  some  instances  raised  the  rate  many  fold 
that  was  heretofore  charged  for  the  transportation  of  certain 
bulky  articles. 

We  have  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subdivision  b 
of  section  12,  chapter  362  of  Laws  of  Wisconsin  for  the  year 
1905,  as  amended  by  section  3  of  chapter  13  of  the  Laws  of 
said  State,  enacted  at  the  special  session  of  the  legislature  con- 
vened on  December  4,  1905,  investigated  the  reasonableness 
.of  rate  of  charge  as  now  made  by  the  above  named  Railway 
Companies  on  light  weight  articles  on  which  the  minimum  of 
5,000  pounds  is  charged  for,  but  which  articles  can  be  loaded 
into  the  side  doors  of  a  36  foot  car.  As  the  result  of  such  in- 
vestigation, the  unders'igned  Commission*,  is  satisfied  that  suffi- 
cient grounds  exist  to  warrant  a  hearing  being  ordered  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  the  rate  of  charge  in  each  instance 
specified  and  referred  to  hereinbefore  is  unreasonable  or  exces- 
sive. The  Commission  also  desires  to  consider  and  discuss  the 
adoption  of  some  rule  in  lieu  of  the  one  herein  set  forth  that 
will  be  definite  and  certain  as  to  its  intent  and  meaning. 

After  notice  of  the  hearing  had  b?en  served  the  Railway 
Companies  requested  the  Commission  to  stay  proceedings  until 
after  the  meeting  of  the  Western  Classification  Committee,  soon 
to  be  held,  in  the  hope  that  this  committ-ee  might  make  or  sug- 
gest changes  in  the  rule  which  should  meet  the  objections  of  the 
Commission.  The  delay  was  granted.  The  Western  Classifi- 
cation Committee,  upon  which  all  th-e  respondent  Railway  Com- 
panies are  represented,  abrogated  the  objectionable  rul«  and 
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re-established  an  earlier  rule  with  some  modifications.  The 
new  rule  was  accepted  by  this  Commission  and  the  proceedings 
were  discontinued. 


No.  56. 
P.  L.  COREY 

vs. 

MINNEAPOLIS,    ST.   PAUL   AND    SAULT   STB.   MARIE 

RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
A.  H.  Bright,  for  Respondent. 

Application  for  the  establishment  of  a  side  track,  and  the 
stoppage  of  freight  and  passenger  trains  to  receive  and  dis- 
charge freight  and  passengers  at  Dwight,  in  Polk  county,  Wis- 
consin. 

Held,  (1.)  That  the  amount  of  freight  business  that  would  be  trans- 
acted at  said  station  if  it  were  established  would  not  warrant 
the  Ck>mmii3sion  in  ordering  a  spur  track  and  warehouse  to  be 
built,  and  ordering  freight  trains  to  stop  and  receive  and  dis- 
charge freight. 

(2.)  That  the  local  east  and  west  bound  passenger  trains  num- 
bered 84  and  85  should  stop  at  Dwight  to  receive  and  discharge 
passengers,  and  also  cream  and  either  express,  and  that  a  suit- 
able loading  platform  for  the  handling  of  cream  shouM  be 
erected,  and  also  a  suitable  platform  for  the  convenience  and 
safety  of  passengers  should  be  built. 

(3.)  Except  during  the  season  when  cream  is  being  furnished  for 
transportation  by  express,  the  tria^ns  In  question  need  only  stop 
on  signal. 

Under  date  of  June  16,  1906,  a  petition  was  filed  with  the 
Railroad  Commission  signed  by  a  large  number  of  persons 
living  in  the  vicinity  of  Dwight,  in  the  town  of  Garfield,  in 
Polk  county,  Wisconsin,  setting  forth  that  Dwight  is  situated 
four  miles  east  of  Nye,  and  four  miles  west  of  Deronda,  on  the 
line  of  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway 
Company;  that  up  to  the  year  1901,  a  spur  track  was  main- 
tained at  said  point  and  local  trains  stopped  there,  but  that 
during  said  year  the  service  at  said  point  was  discontinued, 
the  spur  track  beincr  taken  up  and  the  trains  ceasing  to  stop 
there ;  that  there  is  now  maintained  there  a  creamery  and  gen- 
eral store,  and  that  the  country  adjacent  to  Dwight  is  fertile 
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and  thickly  populated,  and  that  the  railway  facilities  afforded 
to  persons  living  in  the  vicinity  of  Dwight  are  inadequate. 

Under  date  of  June  26,  1906,  a  formal  petition  was  made 
by  F.  L.  Corey,  the  chairman  of  the  town  of  Garfield,  which 
set  forth  the  facts  alleged  in  the  prior  petition,  as  well  as  some 
additional  facts.  It  was  alleged  in  the  petition  that  the  vol- 
ume of  business  that  would  be  transacted  at  Dwight,  if  a  sta- 
tion were  established  there,  would  be  sufficient  to  warrant  the 
expense  of  stopping  trains  and  maintaining  a  switch  track  at 
said  point,  and  that  the  refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  to  stop 
its  trains  at  said  village  and  to  restore  the  spur  track  had  al- 
ready resulted  in  a  large  loss  to  the  inhabitants  of  said  village 
and  the  surrounding  country,  and  particularly  to  those  engaged 
in  business  thereat,  compelling  them  to  travel  four  miles  to 
transact  business  with  said  Railway  Company,  and  to  haul  all 
the  freight  received  for  said  village  and  the  surrounding  coun- 
try from  a  station  four  miles  distant,  and  to  haul  all  the  com- 
modities produced  immediately  around  Dwight  to  either  the 
station  maintained  east  or  the  one  maintained  west  of  said 
point.  The  petition  prayed  that  the  Commission  make  an  or- 
der commanding  said  Railway  Company  to  stop  its  local  trains 
at  said  village  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  discharging 
passengers  with  their  baggage,  and  of  receiving  and  discharg- 
ing freight,  and  that  such  other  and  further  order  be  made 
in  the  premises  as  the  Commission  might  deem  just  and  reason- 
able. 

The  answer  of  the  Railway  Company  alleged  that  there  was 
no  village  at  Dwight,  and  that  'the  only  people  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  Dwight  were  the  keeper  of  the  store  located  at 
said  point,  and  a  man  in  charge  of  the  skimming  station  or 
creamery  maintained  there;  also  that  the  spur  track  referred 
to  was  taken  up  and  removed  before  the  creamery  was  erected 
and  before  the  store  in  question  was  built  at  Dwight. 

The  answer  further  admitted  that  the  country  between  Nye 
and  Deronda,  which  stations  are  eight  miles  apart,  is  a  fairly 
good  agricultural  country,  but  denies  that  the  same  is  thickly 
settled,  and  denies  that  the  conditions  existing  in  said  locality 
demand  the  establishment  of  a  station  at  Dwight.  The  answer 
further  sets  forth  that  any  business  that  was  built  up  at  Dwight 
for  the  Railway  Company  would  be  built  at  the  expense  of 
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the  stations  on  either  side  of  Dwight,  and  would  not  result  in 
any  increased  revenue  for  the  Railway  Company.  Objection 
was  also  made  to  putting  in  a  switch  because  of  the  danger  at- 
tendant upon  placing  switches  on  a  main  line  or  road,  and  it 
was  further  alleged  that  the  amount  of  business  transacted  at 
Dwight  was  very  limited,  and  that  the  conditions  were  such 
that  no  substantial  increase  in  new  traffic  would  be  built  up  by 
establishing  a  station  at  Dwight. 

A  lieariug  upon  the  issues  made  up  by  the  petition  and  an- 
swer was  ord^ired  to  take  place  at  the  office  of  the  Kailroad 
Commission  at  the  Capitol  in  the  city  of  Madison  on  July  26, 
1906. 

The  petitioner,  F.  L.  Corey,  appeared  in  person.  The  re- 
spondent Railway  Company  was  represented  by  its  attorney,  Al- 
fred H.  Bright. 

At  the  close  of  the  petitioner's  testimony  on  the  first  hearing 
a  suggestion  was  made  by  the  Commission  of  what  might  be  a 
reasonable  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  controversy, 
which  was  acquiesced  in  by  the  petitioner  and  in  reference  to 
which  the  representative  of  the  Railway  Company  desired  time 
in  which  to  consult  with  the  management  of  the  road,  and  the 
proceedings  were  accordingly  adjourned.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany declined  to  adopt  the  suggestion  offered,  and  appeared  on 
September  12  and  offered  testimony  in  opposition  to  the  grant- 
ing of  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

The  evidence  in  behalf  of  the  petitioner  tended  to  show  that 
there  was  a  store,  a  skimming  station,  and  a  few  farm  houses 
at  or  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Dwight;  that  Deronda,  the 
nearest  stopping  place  to  the  east,  was  four  miles,  and  that 
Nye,  the  nearest  stopping  place  to  the  west,  was  a  like  distance; 
that  if  a  spur  track  was  put  in  at  Dwight  considerable  farm 
produce  and  milk  would  be  shipped  from  there;  that  there  is 
a  farmer  for  every  eighty  acres  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed 
station,  and  considerable  hay,  grain  and  stock  is  raised  around 
there ;  that  the  road  to  Nye  is  bad  but  the  road  to  Deronda  is 
better;  that' the  cream  taken  from  the  milk  at  the  skimming 
station  is  now  manufactured  into  butter,  but  the  farmers  afte- 
.^Tovember  1,  when  thoir  present  contract  with  the  party  ojv* 
ating  the  skimming  station  expires,  desire  to  ship  their  crciiM 
to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  provided  they  can  do  so  without 
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being  obliged  to  haul  it  to  Kye  or  Deronda;  that  considerable 
quantities  of  eggs  would  also  be  shipped  by  express  from 
D wight  if  trains  stopped  at  this  point;  that  about  fifty  gallons 
of  cream  a  day  would  be  shipped  during  the  summer  months 
from  Dwight  by  express ;  that  there  would  be  the  usual  amount 
of  passenger  traffic  from  Dwight  if  trains  were  stopped  there 
considering  the  population  of  the  surrounding  country  and  the 
proximity  of  other  stations. 

On  behalf  of  the  Railway  Company  it  appeared  that  the 
grade  was  level  at  Dwighl],  but  that  there  was  a  curve  from 
250  to  300  feet  west  of  the  proposed  stopping  place,  and  an- 
other about  500  feet  east  of  it;  that  the  distance  from  St.  Paul 
to  "Weyerliaaser  was  110  miles,  the  running  time  four  hours, 
the  numbejr  of  stops  twenty-two;  the  time  lost  on  account  of 
stops  one  hour  and  forty  minutes,  and  that  the  average  time 
lost  in  slowing  down  a  train  for  a  stop,  doing  the  work  at  the 
station  and  getting  up  speed  after  starting,  was  four  minutes, 
and  that  the  actual  running  time  of  the  train  in  question  was 
was  about  47  miles  per  hour,  and  that  the  average  train  con- 
sisted of  tliree  coaches.  It  further  appeared  that  there  were 
a  dozen  flag  stations  between  Rhinelander  and  Minneapolis  at 
which  these  trains  stopped,  and  at  which  no  station  was  main- 
tained, and  that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  road  to  make  frec^uent 
stops  to  accommodate  patrons,  even  where  the  revenues  hardly 
warranted  the  making  of  the  stops. 

When  the  probable  amount  of  freight  business  which  the 
Railway  Company  would  transact  at  this  point  if  a  siding  were 
put  in,  and  the  pi^esent  facilities  afforded  to  patrons  of  the  road 
for  shipping  freight  are  considered,  we  do  not  think  that  we 
would  be  justified  in  ordering  a  side  track  to  be  built,  and  in 
directing  that  freight  trains  should  be  stopped  to  receive  and 
discharge  freight.  The  petitioner  practically  conceded  as  much 
on  the  hearing. 

In  determining  whether  the  local  passenger  trains,  one  east 
bound  and  one  west  bound,  should  be  stopped  to  receive  and 
discharge  passengers  and  express,  we  believe  we  should  con- 
sider the  convenience  such  stoppage  would  afford  to  those  liv- 
ing in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Dwight,  the  inconvenience 
that  would  result  to  them  if  the  trains  are  not  stopped,  the  ex- 
pense of  such  stoppage  to  the  Railway  Company,  the  danger,  if 
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wj*y,  occasioned  thereby,  the  revenue  that  would  be  received 
at  said  point,  and  the  seriousness  of  the  loss  of  time  that 
■would  result  from  such  stoppage. 

According  to  the  testimony  of  some  competent  experts  given 
on  the  hearings  in  the  passenger  rate  cases,  the  cost  of  stop- 
ping light  passenger  trains  such  as  those  involved  is  twenty- 
five  cents.  If  this  be  true,  the  actual  cost  of  stoppage  is  not  a 
very  serious  matter.  We  do  not  consider  that  there  would  be 
any  danger  attendant  upon  stopping  trains  at  Dwight,  because 
of  the  curves  testified  to  or  for  any  other  reason  that  has  been 
called  to  our  attention. 

The  trains  in  question  are  local  trains  running  between  St 
Paul  and  Minneapolis  and  Rhinelander.  They  are  ordinarily 
passenger  trains  from  Weyerhauser  west,  and  accommodation 
trains  from  Weyerhauser  east.  The  time  from  St.  Paul  to 
Weyerhauser,  110  miles,  is  four  hours,  and  in  the  opposite  di' 
rection  four  and  one-half  hours,  as  shown  on  the  time  card 
The  distance  from  Weyerhauser  to  Rhinelander  is  102  miles, 
and  the  time  is  five  hours  and  thirty-five  minutes.  In  the  op- 
posite direction  the  time  lacks  five  minutes  of  being  five  hours. 
The  total  time  between  Rhinelander  and  St.  Paul,  a  distance 
of  212  miles,  is  nine  hours  and  thirty-five  minutes.  It  does  not 
appear  that  this  train  makes  important  connections  at  any 
point,  or  that  if  it  were  necessary  it  could  not  just  as  well 
make  its  leaving  time  four  minutes  earlier  or  its  arriving  time 
four  minutes  later,  if  its  present  schedule  is  such  that  it  could 
not  conveniently  make  time  and  still  make  one  more  stop. 
We  do  not  think  that  the  speed  of  the  train  is  such  that  it 
would  be  seriously  handicapped  if  it  made  the  additional  stop. 

The  country  between  Nye  and  Deronda  seems  to  bv^  a  well- 
settled  farming  community.  The  average  distance  between 
stations  betwo2n  St.  Paul  and  Weyerhauser  is  five  miles,  and 
also  between  St.  Paul  and  Rhinelander.  The  distance  between 
Nye  and  Deronda  is  eight  miles.  There  appears  to  be  but  two 
other  instances  of  stations  in  Wisconsin  west  of  Rhinelander 
being  so  far  apart,  and  as  to  at  least  one  of  those  there  are  no 
settlers  between  these  stations.  It  seems  to  be  the  general  pol- 
icy of  the  respondent  Railway  Company,  as  well  as  other  rail- 
way companies,  to  stop  local  trains  at  convenient  points  where 
the  business  would  not  warrant  the  maintenance  of  a  regular 
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station.  If  the  stoppage  of  the  trains  in  question  entailed  any 
particular  hardship  on  the  Railway  Company  in  this  instance, 
we  would  hesitate  to  order  them  stopped.  It  is  manifest  that 
it  would  be  a  great  convenience  for  the  farmers  living  in  this 
vicinity  to  be  able  to  ship  their  cream  and  to  take  the  trains 
in  question  to  and  from  this  point.  In  determining  whether 
a  given  service  is^  adequate  or  not,  the  convenience  of  the  party 
on  the  one  side  should  be  measured  with  the  inconvenience  of 
the  party  on  the  other.  In  a  case  of  this  kind  where  the  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  to  the  Railway  Company  will  be  vory 
slight,  and  the  convenience  to  those  living  in  the  vicinity  of 
Dwight  will  be  very  considerable,  by  reason  of  the  stoppage  of 
the  trains  in  question,  we  feel  constrained  to  hold  and  do  hcild 
that  the  present  service  is  inadequate,  and  that  an  order  should 
be  entered  requiring  the  stoppage  of  the  trains  in  question. 
The  amount  of  revenue  which  a  railway  company  wilt  derive 
in  a  case  like  this  is  always  problematical.  If  after  a  fair  trial 
under  the  new  order  of  things  tl>e  revenue  is  so  inconsiderable 
as  not  to  warrant  the  considerable  stoppage  of  the  trains  in 
question  at  this  point  the  Commission  will  consider  an  applica- 
tion to  discontinue  the  practice. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  that  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul 
&  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company  erect  and  construct  at  a 
point  on  its  line,  between  Nye  and  Deronda,  which  was  form- 
erly known  as  Dwif?ht  Siding  or  Spur,  a  platform  suitable  for 
the  loading  and  unloading  of  cream  and  other  articles  shipped 
by  express,  and  in  a  place  that  is  reasonably  accessible  to 
teams,  and  also  that  said  Railway  Company  erect  a  platform-, 
such  kind  and  dimensions  as  is  usually  and  customarily  fur- 
nished at  small  stations  where  no  depot  is  maintained,  and 
sufficient  to  enable  passengers  to  get  on  and  off  trains  with 
safety. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  said  Railway  Company  stop 
its  local  passmger  trains  numbered  84  and  85,  as  shown  on 
its  time  card  of  August  10,  1900,  at  the  point  above  desig- 
nated, for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  discharging  passengers 
and  express.  Except  during  the  season  when  cream  is  being 
shipped,  such  trains  need  stop  only  on  signal  in  the  case  of  a 
passenger  desiring  to  take  the  same,  or  on  request  to  the  con- 
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d  actor  in  the  case  of  a  passenger  desiring  to  leave  the  same  ^t 
sueh  point. 

Dated  this  15th  day  of  September,  A.  D,,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  BiVRNES, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halfobd  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 


No.  67. 


IN  RE  THE  GRAIN  RATES  FROM  CERTAIN  STATIONS 
ON  LINE  OF  WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  TO 
MANITOWOC  AND  MILWAUKEE. 

Thos,  H.  Gill  appearing  for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company. 

See  Number  48. 


No.  68. 

IN  RE  JOINT  GRAIN  RATES  FROM  CERTAIN  STATIONS 
ON  THE  LINE  OF  CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS 
AND  OMAHA,  OVER  THE  LINES  OF  THAT  RAILWAY 
AND  THOSE  OF  THE  CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN 
RAILWAY  TO  MANITOWOC  AND  MILWAUKEE. 

Thomas  Wilson,  general  counsel  and  H.  M.  Pearce,  general 
freight  agent,  for  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Omaha 
Railway,  and 

S.  A.  Lynde,  general  attorney  and  F.  P.  Eyman,  assistant  gen- 
eral freight  agent,  for  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway. 

See  Number  48. 
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No.  59. 
CHARLES  0.  CRON 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  AND  ST.  PAUL  RAHjWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Complaint  on  account  of  the  Railway  Company  not  stopping 
train  No.  58  at  Camp  Douglas,  Wisconsin.  It  is  alleged  in  the 
petition  that  the  failure  of  the  Company  to  do  so  causes  the  ser- 
vice which  it  performs  at  that  station  to  be  inadequate  and 
discriminatory.  The  train  stops  at  numerous  other  stations 
between  La  Crosse  and  Milwaukee,  and  its  failure  to  do  so  at 
Camp  Douglas  is  thei  cause  of  great  inconvenience  to  the  cit- 
izens and  tra\'eling  public  at  that  place.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany agreed  to  stop  the  train  and  the  proceedings  were  drop- 
ped. 


No.  60. 

THE  OSCEOLA  MILL  &  ELEVATOR  COMPANY,  A  COR- 
PORATION, 
vs. 

MINNEAPOLIS,  ST.  PAUL  &  SAULT  STE.  MARIE  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

J.  A.  Frear,  for  Petitioner. 
A.  H.  Bright,  for  Respondent. 

Complaint  against  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  and  Sault  Ste  Mari« 
Railway  Company  for  refusal  to  make  connections  with  the  side 
track  which  the  shipper  desires  to  build  at  his  own  expense. 

The  point  at  issue  involves  a  consideration  of  section  1802,  Wiscon- 
sin Statutes  of  1898,  as  amended  by  chapter  386,  Laws  of  1905, 
making  it  obligatory  for  railway  companies  to  make  connec- 
tions within  terminaj  or  yard  limits. 

ITeZd,  (1)  That  the  point  at  which  the  present  connection  is  desired 
is  outside  of  the  yard  limits,  and  that  therefore  the  statute  has 
made  no  provision  for  the  conditions  which  exist  in  this  case; 
(2)  Thd,t  an  unfortunate  condition  exists  at  the  station  complained 
of  and  the  Oommisslon  will  investigate  the  adequacy  of  the 
facilities  and  service  provided  thereat 
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A  petition  was  filed  with  the  Railroad  Coimnission  setting 
forth  that  the  above  named  Osceola  Mill  and  Elevator  Com- 
pany, hereinafter  called  petitioner,  owned  and  operated  two 
mills  at  the  village  of  Osceola,  in  Polk  county,  and  desired  to 
erect  a  spur  track  so  as  to  connect  said  mills  with  the  Minne- 
apolis, St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company  (herein- 
after called  Railway  Company),  and  that  said  Railway  Company 
refused  to  permit  any  connection  to  be  made  between  its  rail- 
way and  such  spur  track  and  prayed  the  Commission  that  an 
order  be  made  requiring  such  connection  to  be  made.  Other 
matters  are  set  up  in  the  petition  as  amended  which  will  be 
alluded  to  hereafter. 

The  answer  set  up  some  physical  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
grade  and  curves  near  the  desired  point  of  connection  that  ren- 
dered it  inexpedient  to  permit  the  connection  to  be  made,  and 
that  such  point  was  not  within  the  yard  limits  of  said  Railway 
Company  at  Osceola. 

The  petitioner  appeared  by  his  attorney,  Jas.  A.  Frear,  and 
offered  testimony  in  support  of  the  allegations  contained  in  the 
petition.  The  Railway  Company  appeared  by  its  attorney,  Al- 
fred H.  Bright,  and  offered  testimony  tending  to  support  the 
averments  of  the  answer. 

On  the  bearing  the  petition  was  amended  so  as  to  set  forth 
certain  alleged  discriminations,  and  likewise  so  as  to  set 
forth  that  the  station  facilities  afforded  by  the  Railway  Com- 
pany at  Osceola  were  inadequate  and  did  not  afford  the  pat- 
rons of  the  road  the  service  to  which  they  were  justly  entitled. 
The  attorney  for  the  Railway  Company  stated  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  meet  the  new  issue  raised  by  the  petitioner,  and  it 
was  conceded  that  he  was  entitled  to  the  statutory  notice  be- 
fore being  forced  to  trial  on  such  issue.  Both  parties  desired 
a  decision  on  the  queston  presented  by  the  original  petition. 

The  law  under  which  petitioner  claims  the  right  to  ask  this 
Commission  to  make  a  compulsory  order  is  section  1802»  Wis- 
consin Statutes  of  1898,  as  amended  by  chapter  386,  Laws  of 
1905.  The  material  portion  of  the  law  as  amended  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

"The  owner  of  any  elevator,  warehouse,  manufacturing 

plant  or  mill,  or  of  any  lumber,  coal  or  wood  yard  located 

within   one-half  mile  of   any   railroad,   or   any   sidetrack 

thereof,  may  at  his  own  expense  oonatruct  a  spur  tradi 
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from  any  such  elevator,  warehouse,  manufacturing  plant, 
mill  or  yard  to  a  point  in  the  right  of  way  within  the  ter- 
minal or  yard  limits  of  any  such  railroad  and  tJie  railroad 
shall  connect  tiie  same  with  its  tracks  within  such  terminal 
or  yard  limits." 

It  was  conceded  at  the  hearing,  and  we  think  correctly,  that 
whatever  rights  a  private  party  may  have  to  connect  a  private 
track,  built  at  his  own  expense  and  for  his  own  convenience, 
he  gets  under  this  statute.  It  was  likewise  conceded  that  the 
mills  of  the  petitioner  were  less  than  one-half  a  mile  from  the 
road.  As  we  view  it,  there  is  but  one  question  for  decision, 
and  that  is  whether  or  not  the  point  at  which  the  petitioner 
desires  to  make  the  connection  is  within  the  yard  limits  of  the 
Railway  Company  at  Osceola.  The  statute  is  mandatory  in  its 
terms,  and  if  the  point  in  question  is  within  yard  limits,  it  is 
the  absolute  duty  of  the  Railway  Company  to  grant  the  petition- 
er's  request  regardless  of  the  physical  conditions.  If  it  is  not, 
then  the  Railway  Company  may  refuse  to  make  the  connection 
whether  hardship  ensues  or  not,  and  whether  its  motives  are 
good  or  bad.  It  can  stand  on  its  legal  rights  without  apology 
and  without  explanation. 

The  siding  that  is  used  to  load  and  unload  freight  at  Osceola 
is  on  the  south  side  of  the  track.  Owing  to  warehouses,  ele- 
vators, the  depot  and  other  buildings,  and  the  nature  of  the 
ground,  but  three  or  four  hundred  feet  of  the  side  tracl?  seems 
to  be  available  for  loading  or  unloading  carload  freight.  Owing 
to  the  contour  of  the  country  all  of  this  unloading  must  be  done 
between  the  side  and  main  track.  It  is  said  that  the  work  of 
loading  and  unloading  cars  is  interrupted  from  one  to  two 
hours  a  day  by  switching.  There  is  no  other  side  track  that  is 
used  or  is  available  for  yard  purposes  as  far  as  the  public  is 
concerned.  There  are  two  sidings  on  the  north  side  of  the  main 
track  that  are  used  for  passing:  tracks,  and  that  cannot  be  used 
for  other  purposes  owing  to  the  elevation  of  the  tracks  above 
the  level  of  the  ground  on  which  the  roadbed  or  trestle  re^^'  - 
The  length  of  the  siding  used  by  the  public  is  something  ovc 
1,200  feet  from  switch  to  switch.  The  length  of  the  longest  of 
the  passing  tracks  on  the  north  side  of  the  main  line  is  about 
1.800  feet  from  switch  to  switch.  About  400  feet  from  the  east 
switch  there  is  a  highway  which  passes    under   the    tracks. 
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About  1,412  feet  farther  east  or  1,812  feet  from  the  east  swltdi 
the  petitioner  desires  to  connect  with  the  main  track,  and  it 
seems  to  be  the  only  feasible  point  at  which  a  connection  can 
be  made  at  any  reasonable  expense.  From  this  point  petitioner 
proposes  to  build  about  900  feet  of  somewhat  expensive  spui 
track  to  its  plants  which  it  was  testified  would  enable  it  to 
save  $3,500.00  a  year  in  handling  freight  on  the  business  it 
now  does,  and  also  enable  it  to  greatly  increase  its  business. 
To  connect  with  the  passing  tracks  referred  to  would  necessi- 
tate the  building  of  a  high  trestle  work.  The  right  of  way 
appears  to  be  partially  fenced  between  the  bridge  referred  to 
and  the  proposed  point  of  connection.  The  elevation  of  the 
track  for  a  portion  of  the  distance  renders  a  fence  unneces- 
sary. 

One  way  freight  train  a  day  each  way  stops  at  Osceola  and 
receives  and  delivers  freight.  It  is  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
petitioner  that  the  west  bound  freight,  when  it  does  switching 
at  Osceola,  leaves  the  caboose  and  some  cars  coupled  thereto  on 
the  main  track  while  switching,  and  that  in  the  case  of  a  long 
train  such  caboose  and  cars  would  stand  as  far  east  on  the  main 
track  as  the  proposed  point  of  connection.  The  evidence  on  the 
subject  is  as  follows : 

Mr.  Bemier  testified  that  when  he  was  surveying  the  pro- 
posed spur  the  west  bound  way  freight  stood  en  the  track 
about  300  feet  west  of  the  proposed  conn«ection.  Mr.  Ladd  tes- 
tified that 

**a  freight  train  coming  from  the  east  usually  stop  their 
train  east  of  the  east  switch  and  take  their  engine  off  and 
ran  down  the  switch  in  from  the  west  end  of  the  track.  Now 
if  they  had  forty-five  cars  they  M^ould  averapt*  34  feet  inside, 
with  bumpers  I  should  say  37  feet,  a  train  of  forty-five  cars, 
not  including  the  engine  and  caboose,  would  !>:>  1675  feet.  So 
the  rear  of  the  train  would  be  beyond  the  proposed  switch." 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  distance  from  the  switch  to  the  pro- 
posed point  of  connection  is  over  1800  feet.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence showing  the  number  of.  cars  ordinarily  carried  in  a  way 
freight  train.  The  question  whether  the  use  to  which  the 
track  between  the  east  cattle  guard  and  the  proposed  point  of 
connection  makes  the  main  track  and  that  portion  of  the  right 
of  way  adjacent  to  its  yard  limits  is  the  vital  question  in  the 
case. 
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The  evidence  of  the  continued  use  of  the  part  of  the  track 
BUS  far  east  as  the  proposed  point  of  connection  is  not  very  sat- 
isfactory. It  would  take  a  train  of  nearly  fifty  cars  to  reach 
from  the  switch  to  the  point  in  question.  Naturally  trains  go- 
ing west  would  use  the  west  switch  for  transferring  cars,  and 
would  utilize  at  lejust  a  portion  of  the  main  track  between 
the  two  switches  for  that  part  of  the  train  not  necessarily 
moved  while  the  switching  is  being  done.  There  was  no  claim 
that  east  bound  trains  used  the  main  track  for  switching  pur- 
poses as  far  east  as  petitioner  desires  to  tap  the  main  line. 
There  is  nothing  east  of  the  bridge  to  indicate  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  company  to  use  the  ground  on  either  side  of  the 
track,  or  the  track  itself,  for  station  grounds  except  as  occa- 
sional switching  may  be  done  there.  The  ground  itself  is  unap- 
proachable and  fences  appear  to  be  maintained  where  the  con- 
tour of  the  ground  renders  them  necessary. 

The  question  to  be  decided  is  whether  or  not  the  use  of  the 
main  track  to  a  point  over  1,800  feet  east  of  the  east  switch  for 
switching  purposes,  in  the  manner  testified,  makes  the  right  of 
way  adjacent  to  the  track  to  such  point  yard  limits. 

It  was  conceded  on  the  argument  that  **  station  gi'ounds"  and 
"yard  limits"  were  synonymous  terms.  This  concession  seems 
reasonable  and  appears  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  decision  in 
McOrath  v.  Detroit,  M.  &  M,  B.  Co.,  24  N.  AV.  854  (Mich.). 

The  Wisconsin  cases  which  attempt  any  definition  of  depot 
grounds  have  arisen  mostly  in  reference  to  killing  stock.  In 
one  case  the  injury  complained  of  was  by  a  passenger.  In  all 
such  cases  the  railways  have  claimed  more  extensive  depot 
grounds  than  the  other  party  to  the  suit  was  willing  to  admit. 
Here  conditions  are  reversed.  Generally  speaking  the  rail- 
ways have  placed  their  cattle  guards  some  distance  from  the 
switches  and  have  attempted  to  extend  the  station  grounds  to 
such  cattle  guards.  Owing  to  the  elevation  of  the  track  and 
the  fact  that  the  highway  passes  under  the  track,  there  are  no 
cattle  guards  to  aid  us  in  the  present  case. 

The  decisions  bearing  on  the  legal  phase  of  the  case  are  not 
entirely  satisfactory.  In  two  cas'es  our  court  seems  to  have 
decided  that  station  grounds  could  not  extend  beyond  the 
switches.  In  two  other  cases  the  court  seems  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  the  portion  of  the  main  line  ordinarily  used  in 
switching  might  properly  be  considered  as  marking  the  bound- 
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aiy  Hue  of  depot  grounds.  In  still  other  eas.s  it  has  been  heM 
iiAiAt  the  part  of  the  right  of  way  included  between  switches  is 
not  necessarily  depot  grounds.  What  is,  and  what  is  not  depot 
grounds  is  ordinarily  a  question  of  fact  for  the  jury,  although 
we  apprehend  that  where  there  is  no  dispute  in  the  facts  the 
question  becomes  one  cf  law  for  a  court  to  decide. 

In  Blair  v.  Milwaukee  and  Prairie  du  Chien  Railroad  Go,, 
20  Wis.  254,  261,  the  cattle  guard  was  placed  478  feet  beyond 
the  switch,  and  the  ground  between  the  switch  and  the  cattle 
guard  was  used  by  trains  in  switching.  On  the  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  distance  between  the  switch  and  the 
cattle  guard  constituted  station  grounds  the  court  said: 

**As  to  the  place  of  the  accident  being  within  the  depot 
grounds  of  the  company  at  Stoughton  it  se:ms  to  us,  after 
careful  consideration  of  the  testimony,  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  saying  that  it  was.  It  was  out.  on  the  main  line 
of  the  road  where  there  is  but  a  single  track  several  hun- 
dred feet  beyond  the  switch  and  beyond  where  the  cattle 
guard  now  is.  It  is  an  admitted  fact  that  the  same  was 
fenced  by  the  company  as  part  of  its  main  line  shortly  after 
the  accident  in  question  and  that  it  has  remained  so  ever 
since.  And  although  trains  in  switching  somotimes  run 
down  to  the  place  of  ths  accident,  still  it  is  clearly  shown 
that  there  is  and  was  no  practical  objection  to  its  being 
fenced.  We  do  not  think  under  the  circumstances  that  it 
can  be  considered  as  part  of  the  depot  grounds." 

The  cattle  guard  referred  to  in  the  opinion  was  erected  in 
close  proximity  to  the  switch  after  the  accident. 

In  Fowler  v.  Fanner's  Loan  &  Trust  Company,  21  Wis.  78, 

the  distance  from  the  switch  to  the  cattle  guard  was  but  238 

fc^t,  which  distance  was  used  by  trains  in    switching.     The 

jury  decided  that  this  piece  of  track  was  not  within  the  yard 

limits  and  the  court  sustain'?d  the  decision.    It  said,  however : 

"Wo  are  rather  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the  weight 

of  evidence  is  in  favor  of  that  part  of  the  railroad  between 

the   switch   and   the    bridge   being   a  part    of  the   depot 

grounds." 

The  court  further  said  that  all  grounds  necessary  or  conven- 
ient and  actually  used  for  station  purposes  are  included  in 
depot  grounds.  The  piece  of  road  in  question  here  wai?  ordiA- 
arily  used  by  the  train  crews  in  switching. 
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In  Dtt^tcoodie  v.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St,  PauL  By.  Co^ 
70  Wis.  160,  163,  the  court  defined  the  depot  as  a  place  where 
passengers  got  on  and  off  cars,  where  goods  are  loaded  a^id  un- 
loaded, and  said  that  all  grounds  necessary  o(r  convenient  and 
actually  used  for  these  purposes  are  depot  grounds.  In  this 
case  an  animal  was  killed  60  rods  north  of  the  station,  but  ad- 
jacent to  a  spur  track  maintained  by  the  company,  and  the 
question  was  whether  or  not  the  alleged  yard  limits  were  un- 
reasonably large.  The  court  said  that  it  could  not  be  said  as 
a  matter  of  law  that  the  depot  grounds  included  a  spur  track 
60  rods  north  of  the  station,  or  that  the  right  of  way  along 
there  was  properly  embraced  in  depot  grounds.  The  right  of 
way  was  in  fact  fenced  on  one  side. 

In  PlumkeU  v.  Soo  BaOmiy  Co^  79  Wis.  222,  3,  5,  fhe  oilfle 
that  were  killed  camo  i^n  the  track  at  a  point  600  feet  oast  of 
the  east  switch.  The  railway  company  claimed  the  place  in 
question  was  depot  grounds  and  the  plaintiff  asserted  the  con- 
trary.    In  this  case  the  court  said : 

**The  grounds  necessary  or  useful  and  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  tho  freight  and  passenger  business  of  the  road, 
which  includes  all  the  business  in  which  the  public  are  in- 
terested, may  properly  be  called  depot  grounds.  This  would 
include  the  switching,  making  up  of  trains  and  the  use  of 
side  tracks  for  the  storing  of  cars  and  the  place  where  the 
public  require  open  and  free  access  to  the  road  for  the  pur- 
poses of  business.  There  is  really  no  disagreement  of  the 
courts  with  respect  to  these  essentials  of  depot  grounds. 

Within  the  widest  definition  found  in  any  case  the  high- 
way mentiofned  is  far  outside  of  the  depot  grounds  and 
warehouses.  The  eastern  end  of  the  siding  or  switching 
tracks  is  as  far  as  they  could  extend  for  any  possible  public 
purpose." 

In  Grosse  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  By.  Co.,  91  Wis.  482,  the  court 
said: 

*' Three  conditions  must  concur  to  constitute  the  par- 
ticular grounds,  depot  grounds,  within  the  contemplation  of 
law.  They  must  be  necessary,  convenient  and  actually  %ised 
for  the  purposes  of  depot  grounds.  They  must  b  >  neces- 
sary. This,  no  doubt,  is  to  be  interpreted  as  meaning 
reasonably  nocessary.  It  iB  not  enovgh  ikst  ttitsfy  arc  cor- 
yenient  and  actually  used ;  Hmj  BBusfc  te  reasonably  neoes- 
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sary  as  well.  No  doubt  tho  question  of  what  or  how  much 
ground  at  any  particular  station  will  be  necessary  for  the 
convenience  of  business  at  that  station  must  in  the  first 
instance  be  determined  by  the  company  itself.  But  that 
determination  cannot,  considering  the  nature  of  the  inter- 
ests involved,  in  all  cases  be  conclusive.  *  ♦  *  In  the 
instant  case  a  portion  of  the  appellant's  right  of  way  which 
was  left  unfenced  for  depot  purposes  was  one-half  mile  in 
length.  For  that  distance  its  tracks  were  exposed  to  the  in- 
cursions of  wandering  animals,  thus  increasing  the  hazard 
to  passengers  upon  its  trains  and  exposing  the  animals 
themselves  to  the  perils  of  passing  trains  and  their  owners 
to  loss.  The  fact  that  the  company  left  all  this  portion  of 
its  tracks  unfenced  is  not  conclusive  that  it  was  aU  neces- 
sary for  depot  grounds.  It  was  properly  a  question  for  the 
jury." 

In  Mills    &    Le    Claire    Lumber    Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  Paul, 
Minneapolis  d   Omaha   Railway   Company,  94   Wis.    336,   the 
depot  grounds  were  left  unf. need  for  a  distance  of  1,000  feet" 
and  the  animals  that  were  killed  entered  upon  the  track  from 
such  unfenced  grounds.     The  court  said: 

**  Prima  facie,  no  doubt,  the  depot  grounds  include  all 
that  part  of  the  right  of  way  which  is  left  unfenced  be- 
tween the  switches  and  cattle  guards  on  either  side  of  the 
platform  including  the  switches  and  side  tracks  and  in  the 
absence  of  evidence  showing  that  they  are  unreasonable  in 
extent  will  be  deemed  the  true  limits.  It  has  even  been 
held  by  this  court  in  fact  that  the  depot  grounds  may  be 
deemed  in  some  casrs  to  extend  even  beyond  a  switch  to 
that  point  which  an  ordinary  freight  train  must  run  in 
order  to  switch  and  run  back  upon  its  side  track." 

In  Cole  V.  D.  S.  S.  &  A.  Ky,,  104  Wis.  460,  the  unfenced 
station  grounds  were  2,800  feet  long  and  commencod  580  feet 
south  of  the  south  switch  and  ended  670  feet  north  of  the  north 
switch.  The  platform  was  opposite  the  south  end  of  the  switch 
track,  and  immediately  south  thereof,  was  a  travoled  high- 
way. The  track  from  the  highway  to  the  cattle  guard  at  the 
commencement  of  the  fence  south  of  it  for  about  500  feet  was 
not  accessible  or  used  for  purposes  of  loading  or  unloading 
cars  or  of  handling  passengers.     There  were  ditches  on  both 
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sides  of  the  track  of  considerable  depth,  generally  containing 
water.  Trains  were  accustomed  to  run  down  to  this  locality 
in  order  to  back  on  to  the  switch  track,  and  also  to  stand  there 
at  times  when  delivering  freight  upon  the  platform.  The 
plaintiff's  horses  entered  upon  the  track  from  the  highway 
and  were  killed.  The  jury  foxind  that  the  space  between  the 
switch  and  cattle  guard  was  not  depot  ground  and  the  verdict 
of  the  jury  was  sustained.    The  court  said,  however: 

**  Where,  as  here,  the  grounds  left  unfenced  and  treated 
by  the  railway  company  as  depot  grounds  are  unusually  ex- 
tensive and  the  locus  in  quo  is  outside  of  and  beyond  the 
switches  and  side  tracks  and  is  not  used  as  a  place  of  access 
by  the  public  or  patrons  either  for  freight  or  passengers 
and  only  for  the  passing  or  standing  of  trains,  the  question 
whether  it  is  necessary  for  and  used  as  depot  grounds  is 
properly  for  the  jury." 

As  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  find,  the  foregoing  are  all  of 
the  decisions  of  the  "Wisconsin  court  that  bear  directly  on  the 
question  in  issue.     Primarily  the  right  to  fix  the  limits  of 
depot  grounds  rests  with  the  railway  companies.    If  they  seek 
to  extend  such  grounds  beyond  reasonable  limits,  they  cannot 
escape  liability  because  they  have  called  something  a  station 
ground  that  either  was  not  used  or  was  not  reasonably  neces- 
sary for  that  purpose.     The  cases  in  which  the  court  expressed 
a  view  that  the  portion  of  the  main  track  beyond  a  switch  that 
was  used  for  switching  purposes  might  be  considered  depot 
grounds,  were  cases  when  the  railways  had  themselves  in  a 
practical  way,  by  the  use  of  fences  and  cattle  guards  or  substi- 
tutes therefor,  attempted  to  define  the  limits  of  their  grounds. 
Giving  the  evidence  the  most  favorable  construction  for  the 
petitioner,  we  do  not  think  that  under  the  decisions  cited,  the 
point  where  the  petitioner  desires  to  connect  a  spur  track  with 
the  main  line  of  the  road  is  within  the  yard  limits  of  Osceola 
station.     We  think  the  evidence  is  against  the  proposition  that 
this  particular  portion  of  the  main  track  is  used  for  switching 
purposes  at  all.     If  the  station  grounds  extend  over  1,800  feet 
east  of  the  east  switch  because  of  switching  done  on  the  main 
track,  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  for  the  same  reason  that  they 
extend  a  like  distance  west  of  the  west  switch.     And  if  this 
were  true  and  the  spur  track  in  question  was  put  in,  the  yarc[ 
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limits  would  necessarily  be  extended  1,800  feet  still  further 
east,  because  that  additional  space  would  be  used  in  switching 
to  and  from  the  spur  track.  This  would  be  stretching  station 
grounds  away  beyond  the  limits  outlined  in  any  court  decision 
we  know  of,  and  away  beyond  where  we  think  they  should  be 
extended. 

The  only  possible  ground  upon  which  it  could  be  held,  under 
the  decisions  cited,  that  the  grounds  in  question  were  within 
yard  limits,  would  be  that  the  main  track  was  ordinarily  and 
usually  used  as  far  east  as  the  proposed  connection  for 
switching  purposes.  There  is  no  evidence  before  the  Commis- 
sion that  would  justify  such  a  conclusion. 
.  An  unfortunate  condition  exists  at  Osceola,  but  it  seems  to 
us  to  be  a  condition  for  which  the  statute  has  made  no  provi- 
sion. Under  the  facts  and  the  law  in  the  case  we  feel  it  in- 
cumbent on  us  to  refuse  to  issue  an  order  requiring  the  desir- 
ed  connection  to  be  made.  The  issues  raised  by  the  amended 
X)etition  will  stand  for  hearing. 
Dated  this  23rd  day  of  August,  A.  D.,  1906. 

EAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson^ 

Commissioners. 


ITo.  61. 
W.  H.  MicGBATH 

vs. 
ILLINOIS   CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  AND   CHI- 
CAGO, MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

W.  H.  McGrath,  in  his  own  behalf. 

Complaint  because  of  the  failure  of  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  to  make 
the  proper  train  connections  at  Dill,  causing  great  inconven- 
ience to  people  who  live  on  either  line  desiring  to  go  to  and  re- 
turn from  Monroe,  the  county  seat,  and  also  to  and  from 
Pod^eville  and  other  points.    People  must  either  submit  to 
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long  waiting  at  Dill  or  drive  a  distance  of  ten  miles.  The 
secretary  of  the  Commission  made  a  special  report  on  the  situa- 
tion and  representatives  of  the  companies  visited  the  locality, 
as  a  result  of  which,  it  was  agreed  between  the  two  respon- 
dent companies  by  which  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  will 
let  its  train  No.  231,  wait  at  Dill  for  train  No.  7  of  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul,  not  to  exceed  20  minutes.  The  peti- 
tioner accepted  this  change  in  time  as  satisfactory  to  all  con- 
cerned and  the  proceedings  were  dropped. 


No.  62. 
SAMUEL  PERRY, 

against 
THE  AIINAPEE  &  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

F.  W.  Hall,  for  petitioner. 
David  Decker,  Jr.,  for  respondent. 

Complaint  charging  lack  of  reasonable  station  facilities  at 
Forestville,  Door  County,  Wisconsin. 

Forestville  is  an  unincorporated  village  containing  more  than  200  in- 
habitants. All  trains  stop  there  to  receive  and  discharge  pas- 
sengers and  freight  In  a  proceeding  brought  to  compel  the 
Railway  Company  to  erect  a  station  building  at  said  place  to  ac- 
commodate freight  and  passengers,  and  to  put  an  agent  in 
charge  of  such  building; 

Held,  (1)  That  section  1801,  Wisconsin  Statutes,  1898,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  section  9,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  makes  it  obliga- 
tory on  the  carrier  to  maintain  a  passenger  depot  warmed  and 
lighted,  as  well  as  p.  nlace  for  the  storage  of  freight,  and  also 
requires  the  carrier  to  maintain  an  employe  to  look  after  freight, 
se'l  tickets,  etc. 
(2)  That  the  station  facilities  now  furnished  at  Forestville  are  In- 
adequate within  the  meaning  of  section  3  of  chapter  362  of  the 
Laws  of  1905. 
(8)  That  the  statutes  in  question  do  not  violate  the  Fourteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Federal  Constitution,  when  appMed  to  the 
Ahnapee  &  Western  Railway  Company  although  such  railway 
company  has  not  been  able  to  earn  at  all  times  its  operating  ex- 
penses and  fixed  charges. 

The  petition  in  this  proceeding  alleged  that  the  service  fur- 
nished bv  the  Ahnapee  &  Western  Railway  Company  at  For- 
estville, in  Door  County,  Wisconsin,  was  inadequate  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  inhabitants  of  said  village  and  of  the  sur- 
rounding courtry  tributary  thereto,  in  that  no  depot  was  pro- 
vided except  a  platform  and  an  open  shed  and  no  station  agent 
was  employed  at  said  point,  and  that  all  freight  received  at  said 
village  had  to  be  prepaid  and  that  all  freight  shipped  therefrom 
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had  to  be  billed  from  stations  many  miles  distant.  The  peti- 
tion prayed  that  an  order  be  made  by  the  Railroad  Commission 
requiring  the  Railway  Company  to  provide  reasonable  and  con- 
venient depot  and  station  facilities  and  also  requiring  said 
company  to  maintain  an  agent  at  said  place. 

On  the  hearing  the  petitioner  appeared  in  person  with  F. 
W.  Hall  as  his  attorney.  David  Decker,  Jr.,  appeared  in  be- 
half of  the  Ahnapee  &  Western  Railway  Company.  The  hear- 
ing was  held  on  October  9,  1906. 

The  petitioner  introduced  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the 
population  of  the  unincorporated  village  of  Forestville  was  214 ; 
that  there  are  seventeen  business  places  of  various  kinds  in  the 
village,  among  them  two  general  stores,  a  hardware  store,  a  grist 
mill,  an  elevator,  two  grain  warehouse^^  a  brick  yard,  a  meat 
market,  a  shoe  shop,  two  creameries,  a  cheese  factory  and  two 
saloons;  that  the  farming  country  in  the  yicinity  of  Forest- 
ville was  thickly  settled  and  the  area  that  was  naturally  tribu- 
tary to  this  station  exceeded  one  hundred  square  miles,  and 
that  the  principal  farm  products  raised  and  shipped  consisted 
of  hay,  oats,  peas  and  beets ;  also  that  there  was  a  considerable 
quantity  of  live  stock  and  dairy  products  shipped  from  this 
point. 

Tha  petitioner  attempted  to  make  an  estimate  of  the  amount 
of  freight  shipped  to  and  from  said  point,  as  well  as  an  esti- 
mate of  the  passenger  revenue  that  should  naturally  be  credited 
to  this  station.  Such  estimate  was  based  largely  on  written 
statements  made  to  the  petitioner  by  the  various  parties  who 
had  occasion  to  ship  to  or  from  such  station  and  consisted  largely 

of  hearsay  evidence.  Some  of  the  statements  the  petitioner  him- 
self was  able  to  verify  to  some  extent.  The  estimate  so  made 
showed  567  carloads  of  freight  shipped  out  from  Forestville  dur- 
ing the  past  year  and  1,645,750  pounds  of  less  than  carload 
freight  shipped  out,  and  1,578,520  pounds  of  less  than  car- 
load freight  shipped  in.  In  endeavoring  to  arrive  at  the  earn- 
ings of  the  station  in  dollars  and  cents  the  petitioner  estimated 
the  average  freight  received  on  each  car  to  be  $20.00,  and  the 
averagerateof  freight  paid  on  merchandise  in  less  than  carload 
lots  to  bo  $.13  per  hundred  pounds.  An  actual  count  was  kept 
of  the  passengers  getting  on  and  off  trains  at  Forestville  for  a 
period  of  eleven  days,  and  taking  the  figures  shown  for  this 
I  eriod  as  a  fair  average  for  a  year,  and  estimating  the  revenue 
derived  from  each  passenger  at  $.50,  an  estimate  was  made  oi 
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the  am^ant  received  from  the  passenger  service.  The  aggre- 
gate of  these  estimates  amoimted  to  between  $18,000.00  and 
$20,000.00.  The  estimates  at  best  are  rough  and  are  apt  to 
be  wide  of  the  mark,  if  not  wild  in  some  cases,  and  are  widely 
variant  from  the  statement  furnished  by  the  Rail^vay  Company, 
pany. 

The  evidence  of  the  petitioner  further  tended  to  show  that 
the  railroad  in  question  was  built  through  Forestville  about 
twelve  years  ago ;  that  the  nearest  station  at  which  an  agent  is 
maintained,  south  of  Forestville,  is  Algoma,  seven  miles  dis- 
tant, and  the  nearest  station  to  the  north,  at  which  an  agent  is 
maintained,  is  Sawyer,  fourteen  miles  distant;  that  there  is 
a  platform  at  this  place,  but  nothing  in  the  way  of  a  building 
to  provide  shelter  for  passengers  or  freight  that  could,  by  cour- 
tesy even,  be  termed  a  station  or  warehouse.  A  little  shed  was 
built  at  this  point  when  the  railroad  was  first  constructed, 
which  has  never  been  heated  or  lighted,  except  as  it  wa.s  lighted 

by  a  half  window  in  one  of  its  ends.  It  has  become  old  and 
dilapidated,  and  a  photograph  produced  shows  a  large  hole  in 
the  shed  roof. 

The  testimony  of  the  witness  was  further  to  the  effect  that 
the  patrons  of  the  railroad  were  subjected  to  great  inconven- 
ience and  loss  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  Railway  Company 

to  maintain  an  agent  at  that  point.  No  L.  C.  L.  freight  could 
be  billed  to  Forestville  without  being  prepaid  and  when  deliv- 
ered there  it  was  liable  to  be  damaged  by  the  elements,  or 
stolen,  if  the  owner  wac  not  on  hand  promptly  to  take  charge 
of  it.  Freight  could  not  be  billed  out  from  this  station  but 
had  to  be  billed  from  either  Sawyer  or  Algoma,  and  this  neces- 
sitated delay,  expense  and  trouble,  as  well  as  some  risk  from 
damage  by  the  elements,  or  else  by  theft,  if  the  freight  was  de- 
livered on  the  platform  any  considerable  length  of  time  before 
it  was  loaded  into  cars. 

Numerously  signed  petitions  were  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion, setting  forth  the  inadequacy  of  the  present  facilities  and 
requesting  that  they  be  improved  by  the  addition  of  a  station 
building  and  the  maintenance  of  a  station  agent  at  this  point. 
Communications  were  also  received  from  shippers  who  could 
more  conveniently  transact  their  business  with  the  Railway 
Company  at  Forestville  than  at  any  otlier  point,  but  had  re- 
frained from  doing  so  because  of  the  absence  of  a  station  agent 
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to  take  charge  of  the  goods  consigned  to  them  or  shipped  out  by 
them. 

It  further  appeared  that  there  had  been  some  correspondence 
and  negotiation  between  the  Railway  Company  and  the  inhab- 
itants of  Forestville  in  reference  to  the  establishment  of  a  sta- 
tion at  this  point,  and  that  in  the  fall  of  1904  one  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Railway  Company  agreed  that  in  the  near  future  a 

station  would  be  regularly  established. 

Mr.  Decker  in  behalf  of  the  Railway  Company  testified  to 

the  receipts  from  this  point  for  the  year  ending  July  1,  1906, 
as  compiled  by  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  office  of  the  railway 
company.  The  compilation,  if  correct,  showed  that  there  were 
shipped  out  from  this  station  199  .carloads  of  hay,'  42  of  grain, 
39  of  peas,  27  of  sugar  beets,  27  of  brick,  25  of  stock,  2  of 
posts,  2  of  wood,  1  of  junk  and  1  of  household  goods,  making 
in  all  365  carloads,  on  which  the  Ahnapee  and  Western  Rail- 
way Company  received  $3,072.83;  that  the  merchandise 
shipped  out  in  less  than  carload  lots  was  389,171  pounds,  on 
which  the  railway  company  received  freight  amounting  to' 
$295.59;  that  the  amount  of  freight  received  at  said  station 
during  this  period  of  time  was  390,000  pounds,  on  which  the 
freight  amounted  to  $221.16 ;  that  the  total  number  of  passen- 
gers was  1,620,  and  the  fares  collected  therefrom  amounted  to 
$744.00,  making  the  total  receipts  for  the  station — if  it  may 
be  called  such — $4,333.58.  The  railway  company,  of  course, 
has  the  reports  from  which  an  accurate  statement  can  be  made 
up.  The  clerk  who  made  the  compilation  was  not  sworn,  po 
the  testimony  in  behalf  of  the  Railway  Company  is  of  a  hear- 
say character  as  well  as  that  offered  in  behalf  of  the  petitioner. 
There  should  not  be  any  such  discrepancy  between  the  fiariiT-*^*^ 
given  by  the  Railway  Company  and  the  estimates  made  by  the 

shippers,  particularly  as  to  carload  lot  business.  One  proba- 
ble cause  of  the  discrepancy  is,  no  doubt,  due  to  the  fact  that 
while  the  estimates  of  each  party  covered  the  period  of  a  year 
they  did  not  in  fact  cover  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Decker  in  his  testimony  admitted  that  some  other  and 
better  accommodations  should  be  furnished  for  the  care  of  pas- 
sengers and  freight,  and  that  a  regular  station  should  eventu- 
ally be  established  either  at  Forestville  or  Maplewood,  a  flag 
station  some  four  miles  north  of  Forestville;  but  that  it  was 
not  practicable  to  determine  at  the  present  time  which  point 
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should  have  the  preference  in  the  matter  of  a  station  agent. 
He  also  testified  that  the  road  was  but  thirty-four  miles  in 
length ;  that  the  water  competition  was  strong  and  that  the  road 
was  huilt  by  local  capitalists,  and  that  only  in  three  of  the 
twelve  vears  of  its  existence  had  it  been  able  to  earn  its  actual 
operating  expenses  and  enough  in  addition  thereto  to  pay  in- 
terest on  its  fixed  charges. 

The  foregoing  are  the  essential  facts  presented  to  the  Com- 
mission for  consideration.  As  a  matter  of  temporary  relief  Mr. 
Decker  offered  to  place  a  box  car  at  this  point  and  partition  the 
same  off  into  waiting  rooms  and  employ  some  person  at  Forest- 
ville  to  heat  and  light  the  same  before  the  arrival  and  departure 
of  trains,  and  to  see  that  freight  was  sheltered.  Such  service 
could  be  obtained  at  a  cost  of  about  $15.00  per  month,  whereas 
if  an  agent  were  placed  in  chb,rge,  who  attended  to  the  billing 
of  freight  and  the  other  duties  usually  performed  by  a  station 
agent,  the  expense  would  be  f$30.00  per  month  additional. 

The  village  of  Forestville  has  a  post  office,  and  as  an  indica- 
tion of  the  populousness  of  the  surounding  country,  it  might 
be  mentioned  that  the  census  shows  the  to^\Ti  of  Forestville,  in 
which  the  village  is  situated,  to  have  a  population  of  1407. 

The  statutes  bejlring  upon  the  obligation  of  carriers  to  fur- 
nish saitablv3  station  facilities  and  empowering  this  Commis- 
sion to  compel  such  facilities  to  be  provided,  where  the  rail- 
way companies  refuse  to  provide  them  of  their  o\\ti  volition, 
are  the  following: 

Section  1801,  Wisconsin  Statutes  of  1898,  provides,  that: 

"Every  corporation  operating  a  railroad  shall  maintain  a- 
station  at  every  village,  whether  incorporated  or  not,  having 
a  post  office  and  containing  two  hundred  inhabitants  or  more, 
through  or  within  We-eighth  of  a  mile  of  which  its  line  of 
road  runs,  and  shall  provide  the  necessary  arrangements,  re- 
ceive and  discharge  freight  and  passengers,  and  shall  stop  as 
leabt  one  train  each  day  each  way  at  such  station,  if  trains 
are  run  on  such  road  to  that  extent." 

Section  3,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  Wisconsin  for  1905,  pro- 
vides: 

"Every  railroad  is  hereby  required  to  furnish  reasonably 
adequate  service  and  facilities." 

Section  9  of  the  same  act  provides: 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  railroad  to  provide  and 
maintain  adequate  depots  and  depot  buildings  at  its  regular 
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stations  for  the  accwnmodation  of  passengers,  and  said  depot 
buildings  shall  be  kept  clean,  well  lighted  and  warmed,  for 
the  comfort  and  accomodation  of  the  traveling  public.  All 
railroads  shall  keep  and  maintain  adequate  and  suitable 
freight  depots,  buildings,  switches  and  side  tracks  for  the  re- 
ceiving, handling  and  delivering  of  freight  transported  or 
to  be  transported  by  such  railroad^.'' 
Section  12  of  said  Act  provides : 

"Upon  the  complaint  of  any  person  .  .  .that  any 
regulation  or  practice  whatsoever  affecting  the  transporta- 
tion of  persons  or  property,  or  any  service  in  connection 
therewith,  are  in  any  respect  unreasonable  or  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory, or  that  any  service  is  inadequate,  the  Commis- 
sion may  notify  the  railroad  complained  of  that  complaint 
has  been  made,  and  ten  days  after  such  notice  has  been  given 
may  proceed  to  investigate  the  same  as  hereinafter  provided. 
If  upon  such  investigation  .  .  .  any  regu- 
lation, practice  or  service  complained  of  shall  be  found  to  be 
unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  ...  the  Com- 
mission .  .  .  shall  have  power  to  make  such  orders  re- 
specting such  regulation,  practice  or  service  as  it  shall  have 
determined  to  be  reasonable  and  which  shall  be  observed 
and  followed  in  the  future." 

Section  14  of  the  act  referred  to  relates  to  the  order  that 
shall  be  made  by  the  Commission  when  it  determines  that  a 
service  is  unreasonable. 

Three  questions  arise  under  these  statutes:  (1)  Is  it  the 
absolute  legal  duty  of  the  carrier,  on  the  undisputed  facts  in 
this  proceeding,  under  any  of  the  statutes  cited,  to  furnish 
any  or  all  of  the  facilities  asked  for  thereat? 

(2)  Do  the  facts  show  that  the  service  is  inadequate  at  the 
place  in  question  ? 

(3)  If  the  facilities  are  found  to  be  inadequate  should  an 
order  be  entered  requiring  the  carrier  to  erect  a  depot  and 
maintain  an  agent  thereat  in  view  of  the  financial  condition 
of  the  carrier  ? 

Our  first  inquiry  naturally  would  be,  what  is  a  "station" 
within  the  meaning  of  section  1801  ?  May  it  consist  merely 
of  a  stopping  place  at  which  freight  and  passengers  are  received 
and  discharged,  or  does  it  embrace  the  idea  of  a  buildinu;  with 
an  agent  in  charge  to  transact  the  usual  routine  of  bvisiiioss  tKat 
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is  transacted  where  agents  are  employed  ?  We  approached  tho 
question  with  the  impression  that  a  recourse  to  the  books  would 
furnish  a  ready  and  satisfactory  answer  to  the  problem.  There 
seems  to  be  a  dearth  of  judicial  decisions  on  the  point.  Occa- 
sional decisions  are  to  be  found  holding  that  under  certain  stat- 
utes, specified  places  were  or  were  not  stations,  but  little  is 
attempted  in  the  way  of  a  general  definition. 

Webster  defines  a  railroad  "station"  as  "a  place  where  rail- 
road trains  come  to  a  stand  for  the  convenience  of  passengers, 
taking  in  fuel,  discharging  freight  or  the  like."  This  defini- 
tion is  adopted  in  Bouvier's  Law  Diet.  Vol.  2,  p.  1031,  Rawle's 
Ed. 

The  American  &  English  Encyclopedia  of  Law,  Vol.  26,  p. 
495,  2nd  Ed.,  says:  "A  railroad  station  may  be  defined  as  a 
place  where  railroad  trains  come  to  a  stop  for  the  convenience 
of  passengers,  receiving  and  discharging  freight  and  the  like." 
The  authorities  cited  furnish  an  indifferent  support  for  the 
definition. 

English's  Law  Dictionary,  744,  defines  a  station  as:  "A 
building  on  a  railroad  for  the  accommodation  of  passengers, 
and  the  receipt,  delivery  and  safe  keeping  of  baggage  and 
freight." 

Anderson's  Law  Dictionary,  p.  9G8,  defines  a  station  as:  "A 
stopping  place  at  which  passenger  tickets  are  ordinarily  sold; 
as  within  the  meaning  of  a  statute  forbidding  a  railway  com- 
pany to  eject  a  person  from  its  cars  for  nonpayment  of  fare  ex- 
cept at  some  passenger  station.  In  another  statute  or  connec- 
tion a  different  sense  may  be  intended." 

It  has  been  held  that  where  the  jilace  claimed  to  be  a  station 
had  only  a  platform  at  which  certain  trains  stopped  to  take  and 
leave  passengers,  but  tickets  were  not  sold  to  or  from  such 
point,  and  it  had  not  been  designated  as  a  station  on  the  time 
cards,  it  was  not  a  "station"  within  the  meaning  of  a  statute 
forbidding  railroad  companies  to  abandon  established  stations 
without  the  consent  of  the  railroad  commissioners.  State  vs. 
Railway  Company,  41  Conn.  134. 

There  are  other  cases  holding  that  the  furnishing  of  limited 
facilities  for  receiving  and  discharging  freight  and  passengers 
does  not  make  the  place  at  which  sr.ch  facilities  are  furnished 
&  station.  Kansas  City  M,  &  B,  Baihvay  Company  vs.  Lilly, 
8  So.  644.  Beauchamp  vs.  I.  &  0.  N.  Railway  Company,  56 
Tex.  339,  243. 
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If  a  place  at  which  passengers  and  freight  are  received  and 
discharged  by  a  railway  company  is  a  station,  regardless  of 
whether  a  depot  building  is  erected  or  not,  it  does  not  follow 
that  the  mere  receiving  and  discharging  of  freight  and  passen- 
gers s-ntisfies  the  requirements  of  section  1801,     That  section 
requires  not  only  the  maintenance  of  a  "station"  under  certain 
conditions  but  also  requires  the  carrier  to  "provide  the  neces- 
sary arrangements,  receive  and  discharge  freight  and  passen- 
gers," etc.      The  necessary  arrangements  to  receive  and  dis- 
charge freight  we  assume  would  include  the  furnishing  of  a 
suitable  warehouse  where  the  same  could  be  temporarily  kept 
so  as  to  preserve  it  from  the  elements  and  from  theft.     This 
would  necessarily  mean  that  some  one*  should  be  placed  in 
charge  of  such  warehouse  to  receive  and  deliver  freight.     It 
might  be  said  that  it  is  not  necessary  in  order  to  receive  and 
discharge  passengers  that  shelter  should  be  provided  for  them 
while  they  are  waiting  for  trains.     Yet  it  has  been  held  under 
a  statute  providing  that,  "Railroads  having  for  their  principal 
object  the  public  accommodation,  the  proprietors  thereof  shall 
be  bound  to  provide  crossings,  stations,  and  other  facilities  for 
the  public,"  a  railway  company  was  liable  in  damages  to  a 
passenger  for  a  disease  contracted  while  waiting  for  a  train  at 
a  station  during  inclement  weather,  because  the  depot  build- 
ing was  not  heated.     Boothby  vs,  Orand  Trunk  Railway,  34 
At.  157  (K  H.). 

In  providing  that  stations  should  be  established  in  certain 
villages  and  that  the  carriers  should  provide  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements to  receive  and  discharge  passengers,  it  does  not 
seem'  imreasonable  to  suppose  that  the  legislature  had  in  mind 
not  only  the  matter  of  taking  on  and  discharging  freight  and 
passengers  but  also  the  matter  of  warehousing  the  freight  and 
protecting  the  passengers  from  the  inclemencies  of  the  weather. 
Section  9,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  makes  it  the  duty  of 
every  railroad  to  provide  and  *' maintain  adequate  depots  and 
depot  buildings  at  its  regular  stations  for  the  accommodation 
of  p'xssengers,"  etc.     It  also  requires  the  maintenance  of  "ade* 
quate  and  suitable  freight  depots."     It  seems  to  us  that  a  place 
like  Forestville,  where  all  the  trains  on  the  road  of  the  respon- 
dent are  scheduled  to,  and  do  stop  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness, is  a  regular  station  within  the  meaning  of  this  statute. 
If  the  stopping  of  trains  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers 
and  freight  does  not  make  Forestville  a  station  in  the  absence 
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of  an  agent  or  station  buildings,  then  it  is  the  duty  of  the  com- 
])any  under  section  1801  to  establish  a  station  at  such  place. 
If  Forestville  is  a  station  now,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Railway 
Company  to  furnish  a  freight^ and  passenger  depot  under  sec- 
tion 9. 

Construing  the  two  statutes  together  we  think  they  require 
the  Railway  Company  to  esrtablish  a  station  at  Forestville,  to 
provide  a  freight  warehouse,  to  provide  a  passenger  depot,  to 
keep  the  same  heated  and  lighted,  to  keep  a  man  in  charge  of 
its  station  to  sell  tickets,-  and  also  to  receive  freight  intended 
for  shipment  so  as  to  render  the  company  liable  for  its  safe 
keeping  as  soon  as  delivered,  and  to  take  charge  of  incoming 
freight  until  the  same  is  removed  by  the  consignee.  Such  be- 
ing the  legal  duty  imposed  by  statute  on  the  carrier,  there  is 
little  left  for  the  judgment  or  discretion  of  the  Commission,  if 
it  has  ai];7,  to  act  on. 

We  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  facilities  for  transacting 
business  and  the  facilities  furnished  at  Forestville  are  inade- 
quate within  the  meaning  of  section  3  of  the  act  cited,  aud  in 
the  case  of  the  ordinary  railway  would  not  hesitate  to  ipake  the 

order  asked  for.  We  confess,  however,  that  the  position  of  tlic 
Railway  Company  appealed  to  us  very  strongly.     The  road  is 

but  thirty-four  miles  long.  Its  terminals  are  lake  ports.  It 
runs  through  no  village  of  any  considerable  size  between  ter- 
minals. It  runs  through  a  narrow  peninsula  where  water  com- 
petition is  strong.  Even  the  terminal  towns  are  small.  There 
are  no  large  manufacturing  industries  on  the  line.  The  bus- 
ness  furnished  is  that  produced  by  a  rural  population. . .  Al- 
though the  territory  had  been  settled  for  a  long  time  it  failed 
to  attract  any  existing  railway.      The  road  is  the  result  of 

local  enterprise,  and,  as  we  are  informed,  of  local  capital  very 
largely.  Its  building  was  an  exhibition  of  commendable  pluck. 
To  those  unfamiliar  with  the  resources  and  possibilities  of  the 
country  the  project  probably  seemed  to  be  of  the  quixotic  order. 
Time  will,  no  doubt,  demonstrate  that  the  enterprise  was  a 
sound  business  venture,  and  one  in  which  the  entliusiasm  of 
the  buildera  of  the  railway  did  not  run  away  with  their  judg- 
ment. If  we  had  any  discretion  to  exercise  we  would  have 
great  hesitancy  in  placing  any  onerous  burden  on  a  weak  road 
laboring  under  many  difficulties  and  disadvantages  that  today 
owns  no  rolling  stock  of  its  own  unless  it  be  a  few  locomotives, 
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and  that  has  paid  its  operating  expenses  and  interest  on  its 
bonds  in  but  three  of  twelve  years  of  its  existence,  and  this  in 
the  face  of  the  fact  that  the  last  ten  years  have,  on  the  whole, 
perhaps,  been  the  most  prosperous  decade  the  railways  of  the 
country  have  ever  experienced. 

The  building  of  a  depot  is  in  the  nature  of  a*  permanent  im- 
provement to  the  property.  The  expense  of  keeping  a  man  in 
charge  of  the  station  is  a  permanent  addition  to  operating  ex- 
pense, which  is  a  loss  to  the  company^  except  insofar  as  the 
increase  in  business  that  mav  result  therefrom  offsets  such  loss. 
Considering  the  question  in  the  abstract,  Ave  think  that  the  fur- 
nishiui^  of  fewer  facilities  or  poorer  service  than  section  1801, 
Revised  Statutes  and  section  9,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  Wis- 
consin f ( r  1005,  as  construed  and  interpreted  by  ys,  call  for, 
would  not  be  furnishing  adequate  service  and  facilities  within 
the  meaning  of  section  3  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905. 

A  (juestion  worthy  of  consideration  is  whether  or  not  the 
legislation  referred  to,  when  applied  to  the  Ahnapee  &  West- 
em    Railway    Company,    is    in    conflict   with    the    fourteenth 

amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Neither  a  legislature  or  a  commission  may  make  a  rate  so 
low  as  to  deprive  the  carrier  of  its  ability  to  earn  its  operating 
expenses  and  some  income  on  its  investment,  because  such  ac- 
tion has  been  held  to  amount  to  the  deprival  of  the  carrier  of 
its  property  "without  due  process  of  law,"  and  also  of  the 
"equal  protection  of  the  laws."  This  principle  was  firmly 
established  in  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  By.  Co.  vs.  Minnesota,  134  U.  S. 
418 ;  Reagan  vs.  Farmers'  L.  &  T.  Co.,  154  U.  S.  362 ;  Smyth 
vs.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  466;  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  By.  Co.  vs.  Thomjh 
kins,  176  U.  S.  167,  and  other  cases. 

It  is  a  question  that  is  not  altogether  clear  how  far  a  legis- 
lature may  go  in  the  way  of  imposing  financial  burdens  on  non 
remunerative  railroad  properties.  I'he  burden  that  would  be 
imposed  lun-e  is  not  a  large  one,  but  it  is  in  all  probability  a 
l)urd3n.  The  cases  above  cited  all  referred  to  alleged  inade- 
quate rates  thai;  were  established  by  legislature  or  commission. 
The  case  l:ei-e  is  one  of  "service,"  but  there  would  not  seem  to 
be  any  difference  in  principle.  We  are  not  at  all  sure  that  the 
pourts  have  intended  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  rights 
of  the  carrier  when  a  rate  is  involved  and  when  a  service  is  in- 
volved.    Speaking  of  the  oblie^ation  of  a  carrier  in  regard  tQ 
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depot  and  station  facilities  the  Supreme  Court  of  Minnesota 

said: 

"It  would  seem  to  be  now  well  settled,  upon  principles  of 
public  policy,  that  the  decisive  question  in  such  a  case  should 
not  be  the  convenience  and  benefit  of  railway  companies 
alone.  They  undoubtedly  have  a  right  to  consider  their  own 
profit  and  convenience  largely,  but  also  owe  duties  to  the 
public,  for  which  reasons  they  have  been  permitted  to  estab- 
lish their  roads,  and  enjoy  many  substantial  privileges  de- 
pending upon  benefits  which  will  accrue  to  patrons  adjacent 
to  their  linea,  and  incidental  to  the  obligations  thus  imposed 
it  must  be  their  duty  to  treat  the  public  fairly,  and  furnish 

them  with  reasonable  facilities  to  enjoy  the  benefits  they  con- 
fer ;  hence  the  discontinuance  of  an  established  railway  station 

which  their  patrons  have  been  permitted  to  use  for  years, 
upon  the  faith  of  whose  location  the  people  of  a  village  and 
the  surrounding  country  have  depended,  cannot  be  deter- 
mined solely  by  the  consideration  whether  a  railway  statioi/ 
is  profitable  to  the  road,  nor  upon  its  convenience  and  the 
adaptation  of  its  affairs  to  the  increased  advantages  and 
mt^thods  of  transacting  its  business,  nor  by  the  test  whether 
the  continuance  of  a  station  will  require  it  to  incur  increased 
expense/' 

State  ex  reh  B.  &  W.  Com.  vs.  Northern  Pac.  By.  Co., 
96  K  W.  81,  82. 

In  Covington  and  Lexington  Turnpike  Boad  Co.  vs.  Sand- 
ford.     164  U.  S.  578,  596,  the  court  said: 

"It  cannot  be  said  that  a  corporation  is  entitled,  as  of 
right,  and  without  reference  to  the  interests  of  the  public,  to 
realize  a  given  per  cent  upon  its  capital  stock.  When  the 
question  arises  whether  the  legislature  has  exceeded  its  con- 
stitutional power  in  prescribing  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  cor- 
poration controlling  a  public  highway,  stockholders  are  not 
the  only  persons  whose  rights  or  interests  are  to  be  consid- 
ered. The  rights  of  the  public  are  not  to  he  ignored.  It  is 
alleged  here  that  the  rates  prescribed  are  unreasonable  and 
unjust  to  the  company  and  its  stockholders.  But  that  in- 
volves an  inquiry  as  to  what  is  reasonable  and  just  for  the 
public." 

The  foregoins:  language  is  cited  and  approved  in  Smyth  vs. 
Ames,  109  U.  S.  51^5,  400. 
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Our  conclusion  from  a  review  of  the  foregoing  authorities  is 
that  the  legislation  in  question,  when  applied  to  the  defendant 
in  this  proceeding,  is  not  subject  to  any  valid  constitutional 
objection. 

We  therefore  find  that  the  station  facilities  heretofore  and 
now  furnished  at  Forestville  are  inadequate,  and  that  the  stat- 
utes cited  impose  an  obligation  on  the  carrier  which  the  Com- 
mission could  not  modify  or  suspend  if  it  were  of  the  opinion 
that  the  equities  of  the  case  would  justify  such  modification  or 
suspension.  The  law  is,  of  course,  as  binding  on  the  Commis- 
sion as  it  is  on  the  carrier  and  where  no  discretion  in  vested  in 
the  Commission  none  can  be  exercised. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  That  said  Ahnapee  &  Western  Rail- 
way Company  proceed  to  erect  and  construct  a  station  at  a  suit- 
able and  convenient  place  on  its  right  of  way  at  the  village  of 
Forestville,  in  Door  county,  Wisconsin.  That  such  station 
contain  at  least  one  waiting  room,  not  less  than  12x15  feet,  or 
the  equivalent  thereof,  in  size ;  that  the  same  be  kept  open  and 
comfortably  heated  and  lighted  for  at  least  one-half  an  hour 
prior  to  the  time  scheduled  for  the  departure  of  each  train 
carrying  passengers;  that  tickets  be  kept  on  sale  and  sold  at 
such  station;  that  a  suitable  and  convenient  storage  room  for 
freight  be  provided  and  maintained;  that  some  person  be 
placed  in  charge  thereof  to  receive  and  receipt  for  parcel  freight 
tendered  for  shipment,  and  to  either  bill  the  same  out  from 
said  iitation  or  see  that  it  is  billed  out  from  some  other  station, 
and  that  such  person  likewise  take  charge  of  incoming  parcel 
freight  and  store  the  same  in  the  usual  and  customary  way,  un- 
til called  for  by  the.  owner  or  his  agent. 

A  period  of  ninety  days  will  be  deemed  reasonable  in  which 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  this  order. 

Dated  this  5th  day  of  November  A.  D.  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Babnbs, 
B.  H.  Mbyeb, 
Halfobd  Ebickson^ 

Commissioners. 
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No.  68. 
PICK  BROS.  &  CO. 

vs. 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Complaint  alleging  that  the  rate  of  12  cents  per  100  lbs.  for 
the  transportation  of  sugar  from  Milwaukee  to  West  Bend,  a 
distance  of  34  miles,  is  excessive  and  that  the  same  yields  the 
Railway  Company  more  than  a  fair  rate  of  profit  This  rate 
is  compared  with  other  rates.  The  case  was  set  for  hearing 
but  before  that  time  the  petitioner  wrote  to  the  Commission, 
stating  that  they  were  not  prepared  to  proceed  and  desired  to 
withdraw  the  petition  and  at  a  future  time  probably  enter 
several  others. 


Ko.  64. 
W.  J.  CAMPBELL 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,   MINNEAPOLIS   &   OMAHA  RAIL- 
WAY CO. 

Thompson,  Thompson  &  Pinkerton,  for. Peti toner:  ' 

E.  B.  Ober,  for  Respondent. 

Complaint  of  shipper  that  the  classification  and  rate  on  pine 
trimmings,  or  material  of  an  analogous  chswacter,  is  unjust  and 
unreasonable. 

Held,  (1)  That  the  application  of  the  lumher  rate  to  the  material  in 
question  Is  unreajsonable  and  that  the  carrier  desist  in  the 
future  from  charging  such  a  rate; 
(2)  That  the  railway  companies  carrying  products  of  this  kind  in 
the  State  of  Wisconsin  enter  into  conference  for  the  purpose 
of  adopting  a  uniform  classification  and  rate  for  the  products 
mentioned,  and  that  in  the  event  of  their  failure  to  arrive  a<t 
an  agreement  satisfactory  to  the  Commission,  this  Commission, 
after  due  hearing,  will  promulgate  such  uniform  rate  and 
classification   on  such   products. 

The  petitioner  is  a  broker  and  wholesale  dealer  in  lumber 
and  forest  j)roducts  having  his  office  and  place  of  business  in 
O^hkosh^  Wis.    In  paragraph  4  pf  the  petition  the  chief  cow- 
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mercial  considerations    entering    into    thifl    controversy    are 

clearly  Kct  forth  as  follows : 

*  *  That  in  the  sawing  and  manufacturing  of  lumber  there 
always  has  been  more  or  less  of  waste,  owing  to  defects  in 
the  timber,  taper  of  the  log,  mistakes,  accidents  in  manu- 
facture or  other  causes.    Oftentimes  from  these  causes  ther j 
are  short  pieces,  which  are  reasonably  sound  and  would  be 
serviceable  as  lumber,  except  that  they  are  too  short  to  be 
used,  sold  or  classified  as  lumber  in  the  market.    For  ex- 
ample^ it  may  be  possible  to  produco  and  manufacture  a 
piece  of  merchantable  quality  of  low   grade  which,   if  it 
could  be  gotten  out  eight  feet  long  or  longer  could  be  used 
as  lumber  but  the  fact  that  it  can  only  be  gotten  out  from 
one  and  or.o-half  to  three  and  one-half  feet  in  length,  ren- 
ders it  unfit  for  general  or  ordinary  use  and  it  is  not  suit- 
able in  building  for  use  in  place  of  what  is  known  and 
called  lumber  and  classified  as  such.     That  in  the  earlier 
days  no  notice  was  ordinarily  taken  of  such  pieces,  but 
they  were  piled  out  and  disposed  of  as  and  for   fuel,    or 
thrown  into  the  burner  as.  refuse  and  of  no  value.     That 
the  growing  scarcity  of  timber  aiad  the  increased  value  of 
forest  products  has  in  later  years  caused  a  more  economical 
system  of  manufacturing  and  greater  desire  and  effort  to 
save  everything  that  has  any  value  for  any  purpose  what- 
ever, and  many  of  the  mills  in  Wisconsin  have  put  in  ma- 
chinery especially  fitted  to  cut  out  and  produce  from  s'abs, 
defective  boards,  and  what  would  otherwise  be  fuel  or  waste, 
short  pieces,  generally  narrow,  of  an  inferior  quality,  but  yet 
useful  in  manufacturing  establishments  where  boxes  are  made, 
or  other  work  is  done  where  a  short  piece  can  be  worked  in, 
handled,  of  course,  by  the  manufacturer  with  more  difii- 
culty,  labor  and  expense  than  lumber,  but  yet  when  pro- 
cured at  a  correspondingly  low  price,  sufficiently  available 
to  encourage  their  use ;  all  of  which  results  in  a  direct  sav- 
ing and  an  increase  in  the  value  of  the  raw  product,  increas? 
in  the  amount  paid  out  for  labor  in  manufacturing,  and  a 
small  suving  to  the  people  of  the  State  generally  for  the 
reason  that  what  would  be  otherwise  wasted  or  burned 
is  put  to  some  valuable  and  commercial  use. 
**That  these  pieces  hereinbefore  described,  at  some  pla-^e-. 

and  by  some  railways  are  classified  as  *'fuer'  or  *'wo:id" 
17— R.  R. 
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and  by  some  railways  and  in  some  places  as  **pine  clippings." 
That  they  are"  not  lumber  as  such  word  or  classification  is 
known  and  understood  in  Wisconsin  or  in  the  general  market; 
and  by  some  railways  in  tho  shipment  of  such  pieces  in  car- 
load lots  they  are  classified,  billed  and  shipped  as  wood  or 
fuel  and  the  freight  rate  adopted  and  charged  is  the  rate  for 
wood  or  fuel,  and  by  other  railways,  w^hen  shipped  in  carload 
lots,  they  are  classified,  billed  and  shipped  for  **pine  clip- 
ping's" and  at  the  rate  adopted  and  charged  for  **pine  clip- 
pings," either  of  which  rates  is  considerably  less  than  the 
freight  rate  en  the  same  road  for  the  same  distance  for  lum- 
ber. That  the  adoption  of  these  rates  has  encouraged  the 
use  of  this  otherwise  w^aste  product  and  has  established 
an  extensive  but  a  reasonable  market  therefor,  and  their  use 
has  been  beneficial  to  all  concerned,  and  their  classification  as 
lumber,  with  the  consequent  increased  freight  rate  thereon, 
will  necessarily  limit  their  use,  if  not  entirely  prevent  it,  and 
to  a  large  extent  relegate  them  to  the  wood  pile  or  burner." 

Succeeding  paragraphs  of  the  petition  relate  what  tke  peti- 
tioner believes  to  be  the  true  i  elation  existing  between  the 
Chicago  &  Northw^estem  Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago, 
St.  Paul,  Minn  apolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company,  and  the 
relations  between  the  various  railways  .ente/inng  the  eity  of 
Oshkosh  and  the  Western  Raihvay  Weighing  Association  and 
Inspecti(;n  Bureau. 

Paragraph  9  of  the  petition  states  that  by  reason  of  the  acts 
by  said  Railway  Company  done  and  threatened,  there  is  now 
in  the  Stato  of  Wisconsin  more  than  one  classification  of 
freight,  and  the  classification  cf  freight  in  this  State  is  not  uni- 
form o'^  all  railroads,  and  that  the  said  Omaha  Company  by 
reason  of  the  premises  is  violating  section  7  of  chapter  362  of 
the  Law  o^  1905. 

In  conclusion  the  petition  sets  forth  that  the  rate  charged 
by  the  Omaha  and  Northw-estem  Railways  on  such  freight  in 
the  manner  hereinbefore  stated  is  unreasonable,  and  that  inas- 
much as  shippers  who  ship  over  the  Northwestern  road  a  like 
product  get  a  freight  rate  upon  a  classification  of  pine  clip- 
pings and  this  petitioner  who  ships  from  points  on  the  Omaha 
road  over  both  roads  to  Oshkosh  does  not  get  such  rate  and  is 
and  will  he  compelled  to  pay  the  lumber  rate  which  is  higher. 
The  rates  of  freight  mi  tbo  cla^ificatioa  are  both  unjustly 
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discriminatory  and  tho  pi*actiee  or  regulations  hereinbefore  set 
forth  and  the  service  in  connecton  therewith  are  unreasonable 
and  unjustly  discriminatory  and  the  petitioner  is  compelled 
and  will  be  compelled  to  pay  a  greater  freight  rate  than  would 
be  charged  on  the  Northwestern  road  independently  for  the 
transportation  to  Oshkosh,  as  well  as  other  points,  upon  such 
property ;  and  that  the  acts  and  doings  of  the  said  Railway  Com- 
pany, as  well  as  the  acts  and  doings  of  the  inspector  of  the 
Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  and  Inspection  Bu- 
reau are  unjust  and  discriminatory  and  without  warrant  or 
authority  of  law. 

The  answer  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 
Railway  Company  admits  the  allegations  of  the  earlier  para- 
graphs of  the  petition,  including  the  statement  that -in  the 
manufacture  of  lumber  there  are  more  or  less  short  pieces  of 
lumber  nor  fit  for  general  use,  but  fit  for  use  and  used  for  dif- 
ferent purposes  in  manufacturing  plants,  and  that  the  peti- 
tioner ships  such  '^hoTt  lumber  over  the  respondent's  lines  of 
road ;  and  that  the  inspector  of  the  Western  Railway  Weighing 
Association  and  Inspection  Bureau  named  in  the  petiton  is  em- 
ployed by  the  respondent  and  that  it  is  a  part  of  his  duty  as 
such  employee  to  see  to  it  that  freight  shipped  over  the  re- 
spondent's line  is  properly  billed. 

But  the  respondent  denies  that  the  relations  alleged  to  exist 
between  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  and  the  Chicago,  St. 
Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Companies  and  the 
Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  and  Inspection  Bu- 
reau, as  described  in  the  petition  do  exist,  and  that  the  rate  of 
freight  or  the  classification  in  force  upon  the  respondent's  lines 
or  charged  the  petitioner  for  the  transportation  of  such  short 
lumber  is  unjust,  unreasonable,  or  discriminatory. 

The  petitioner  was  represented  by  Thompson,  Thompson 
&  Pinkerton. 

The  respondent  was  represented  by  E.  B.  Ober. 

As  is  seen  by  the  petition  the  object  of  this  controversy 
is  the  classification  and  rate  on  a  shipment  of  some  kind  of 
forest  product  from  Rice  Lake,  Wisconsin,  to  Oshkosh,  Wis- 
consin. The  material  in  question  appears  to  consist  mo^ly,  if 
not  entirely,  of  pieces  of  wood  from  14  to  47  inches  in  length, 
' — ^possibly  some  of  it  is  longer  and  some  shorter,  it  being  im- 
possible to  state  the  ex^ict  facts  in  this  respect  at  this  time. 


260  Bepobt  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 

The  most  of  it  is  one  inch  in  thickness,  although  thicknesses 
up  to  two  inches  occur. 

The  fact  appears  to  have  been  clearly  established  at  the  hear- 
ing that  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway 
Company,  which  will  hereafter  be  referred  to  as  the  Omaha 
Company,  had  not  issued  a  tariff  covering  **pine  cuttings'*  sim- 
liar  to  C.  &  N.  W.,  G.  P.  D.  48218,  issued  February  21,  1900, 
and  which  the  petitioner  suggests  should  have  been  applied 
to  the  shipments  of  the  material  in  controversy  from  Rice  Lake 
to  Oshkosh.     No  one  at  the  hearing  was  able  to  inform  the 
Commission  as  to  the  specific  character  of  the  commodity  which 
has  actually  been  shipped  under  C.  &  N.  W.,  G.  F.  D.  48218. 
Nor  has  the  Commission  been  able  to  secure  information  cover- 
ing this  point  since  the  hearing,  ^although  the  assertion  was 
repeatedly  made  that  material  like  that  shipped  by  the  peti- 
tioner from  Rice  Lake  to  Oshkosh  had  been  shipped  between 
various  points  at  the  **pine  cuttings"  rate.    It  was  argued  that 
Iko  C.  &  N.  W.  and  the  Omaha,  being  in  reality  one  system  or 
*'line,"  the  pine  cuttings    tariff    should    apply  also    on  the 
Omaha,  and  if  so  that  the  material  in  controversy  should  get 
the  benefit  of  the  lower  pine  cuttings  rate  for  the  entire  haul. 
The  inspector  for  the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Associa- 
tion and  Inspection  Bureau  at  Oshkosh  had  raised  petitioner's 
shipment  from  '*wood"  to  ''lumber,"  causing  a  large  increase 
in  the  freight  charges.     This  inspector  is  employed  jointly  by 
a  large  number  of  railways  constituting  the  mrmbership  of 
the  Western  Railway  Weighing  Association  and  Inspection 
Bureau,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  see  to  it  that  the  correct  classi- 
fication  and  rates  are  applied  to  every  shipment  within  his 
jurisdiction.     This  inspector  raised  the  classification   of  the 
shipment  in  question  on  the  ground  that  the  contents  of  the 
car,  which  was  billed  as  wood,  were  not  used  for  fuel,  but  in- 
stead they  were  taken  to  a  box  factory  and  used  in  the  Tr.rnu- 
facturo  of  boxes,  just  as  lumber  is  used.    On  this  account  the 
inspector  held  that  the  shipment  should  be  raised  to  the  lum- 
ber basis. 

The  testimony  further  shows  that  the  shortest  length  of 
boards  included  under  the  head  of  "lumber"  had  gradually 
decreased  from  about  ten  feet  a  decade  or  two  ago  to  six  feet 
at  the  present  time.  A  price  list  of  lumber  effective  today 
was  introduced  to  show  that  such  price  list  included  no  lengths 
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of  less  than  six  feet.  A  consignee  would  have  the  right  to  re- 
ject shorter  lengths,  unless  such  lengths  were  expressly  in- 
cluded by  the  terms  of  the  contract.  In  the  ordinary  accept- 
ance of  market  terminology  it  would  seem,  therefore,  that  the 
material  in  question  was  not  ** lumber.'' 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  argued  that  this  material  was  not 
"wood,"  for  the  reason  that  it  was  not  used  for  furl  and  hence 
the  wood  rate  should  not  be  made  to  apply.  It  was  also  testi- 
fied to  that  the  material  in  quesion  was  invoiced  per  thousand 
feet.  Such  a  quantitative  measurement  in  thousand  feet  it 
was  admitted  was  a  characteristic  of  lumber,  but  it  was  fur- 
ther explained  that  such  measurement  per  thousand  feet  rested 
upon  weight,  a  certain  number  of  pounds  being  considered  the 
equivalent  of  one  thousand  feet.  The  number  of  pounds  which 
is  regarded  as  the  equivalent  of  one  thousand  feet  appears  lo 
vary  from  about  2,400  to  2,800  pounds.  Again,  it  was  pointed 
out  that  '*wood''  was  never  weighed  and  that  hence  this  ma- 
terial could  not  possibly  be  wood ;  and  the  fact  that  the  peti- 
tioner had  mado  an  alternate  offer  for  the  purchase  of  the 
material  at  Rice  Lake  of  $8.00  per  thousand  feet  f.  o.  b.  Rice 
Lake  and  $10.50  f.  o.  b.  at  Oshkosh  was  suggestive  of  the  fur- 
ther fact,  the  respondent  claimed,  that  the  petitioner  himself 
had  rated  this  material  before  he  had  purchased  it  as  lumber, 
the  difference  between  $8.00  and  $10.50  being  approximately  the 
lumber  rate  between  Rice  Lake  and  Oshkosh.  The  petitioner 
explained  these  two  prices  which  he  offered  at  Rice  Lake  upon 
different  grounds,  namely,  the  peculiar  conditions  under  which 
the  bargain  was  made,  which  he  described. 

The  Omaha  Company  has  on  file  with  the  Commission  a 
considerable  number  of  tariffs  covering  shipments  of  *' slabs," 
"edgings"  and  "trimmings,"  between  designated  pomts,  num- 
bered as  follows:  G.F.  D.  Nos.  18358,  15025,  15073,  8296, 
14083,  8195,  8185,  8167,  8132,  19052,  18570,  8058.  It  would 
seem,  therefore,  that  the  material  in  question  would  fall  with- 
in the  designation  of  one  or  more  of  these  three  terms,  or  it 
would  have  to  be  classed  as  wood  or  lumber,  so  far  as  the 
Omaha  Company  is  concerned.  As  stated  before,  the  Omaha 
has  no  rating  on  "pine  cuttings."  The  C.  &  N.  W,  tariff  on 
pine  cuttings  contains,  among  others!  the  following  notation: 
"The  rates  named  in  this  tariff  will  apply  only  on  Bolts 
and  Pine  Cuttings,  in  straight  carloads.    If  cars  contain 
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any  other  forest  products  the  entire  shipment  will  be  sub- 
ject to  tariff  on  commodity  taking  the  highest  rate." 

This  notation  would  seem  to  support  the  contention  ot  the 
Railway  Company  that  **pine  cuttings''  are  a  "forest  product/' 
such  as  branches  of  trees,  stumps,  etc.,  not  more  than  three 
and  one-half  feet  in  length.  Yet  no  one  at  the  hearing  loiew 
of  a  product  of  this  description  having  ever  been  shipped,  nor 
have  wc  boen  able  to  learn  since  the  hearing  of  a  single  ship- 
ment of  that  class  of  forest  products.  We  have  inquired  of  ex- 
perienced lumbermen  and  not  one  of  them  knows  such  **piue 
cuttings  "  The  Commission  will  continue  its  investigation  of 
this  matter  in  the  hope  of  firding  out  what  the  real  facts  are. 
If  **trmin.ings,"  ''clippings"  and  *'edgings"  have  been  ship- 
ped under  tho.  **pine  cuttings"  tariff  for  some  persons  while 
others  have  been  charged  the  lumber  rate,  or  even  the  wood 
rate,  a  discrimination  has  clearly  been  practiced.  The  above 
mentioned  Omaha  tariffs  on  trimmings,  clippings  and  edgings 
are  uniformly  lower  than  the  rate  on  wood  between  the  same 
points. 

Considering  all  the  facts  in  this  case  we  are  convinced  that 
it  is  unjust  to  charge  the  lumber  rate  on  the  class  of  material 
shipped  by  the  petitioner  between  Rice  Lake  and  Oshkosh, 
which,  up  to  a  few  years  ago,  was  fuel  or  waste  product.  The 
facts  before  us,  however,  are  not  sufficient  to  enable  us  to  de- 
termine the  classification  and  rate  which  under  all  the  circum- 
stances in  this  case  may  be  just  and  reasonable.  We  therefore 
deem  it  proper  to  invite  the  Omaha  Company  to  enter  into 
conference  with  the  other  railway  companies  carrying  this 
class  of  material  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  with  a  view  of 
adopting  a  uniform  terminology  and  clasifieation  for  products 
of  the  kind  in  controversy,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Com- 
mission. The  Commission  is  ready  to  assist  in  bringing  about 
an  early  settlement  of  this  question;  and  should  the  various 
railway  companies  be  unable  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  agree- 
ment, we  shall,  after  due  hearing  promulixate  such  uniform 
classification  and  rate  as  may  be  just  and  reasonable. 

It  Is  Therefore  Ordered,  that  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Min- 
r'^apolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company  cease  classifying  material 
like  that  shipped  by  the  petitioner  from  Rice  Lake  to  Oshkosh 
as  lumber  and  charging  the  lumber  rate ;  and  that  on  all  ship- 
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ments  made  between  the  date  of  the  effectiveness  of  this  order 
and  the  issuance  of  whatever  uniform  classification  and  rate  on 
products  of  this  kind  may  be  made  in  the  future,  the  Railway 
Company  shall  charge  a  less  rate  than  it  charges  for  the  trans- 
portation of  lumber. 

Dated  this  4th  day  of  October,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meter, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners. 


Twenty-five  days  after  the  decision  was  rendered,  namely, 
October  30th,  the  Commission  held  a  hoaring  in  a  proceeding  on 
its  own  motion  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  facts  on  the 
basis  of  which  the  classification  and  rate  to  be  applied  to  pine 
clippings,  trimmings  and  edgings  might  be  determined.  For 
this  see  case  Number  320. 


No.  65. 

MELCHOIR  SCHMIDT,  PRESIDENT,  VILLAGE  OF  NEW 
GLARUS, 
vs. 
CHICAGO,    MILWAUKEE    &  ST.  PAUL   RAILWAY  COllil- 
PANY  AND   THE   ILLINOIS   CENTRAL  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

John  Lucbrfnger,  for  Petitioner. 

William  Ellis,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  Ry.  Co., 

Jones  &  Schubring,  for  Illinois  Central  R.  R.  Co. 

Complaint  because  of  the  failure  of  the  Illinois  Central  and  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  trains  to  connect  at  Mon- 
tieello.  The  i)etitioner  who  is  president  of  the  village  board  of 
New  Glarus,  represented  that  citizens  of  his  town  are  now 
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obliged  to  travel  over  a  circuitous  route  of  37  miles,  accompanied 
by  great  inconvenience  and  loss  of  time  and  expense  in  going 
from  New  Glarus  to  Monroe,  whereas,  if  proper  train  connec- 
tions were  established  it  would  be  necessary  to  travel  only  17 
miles  and  save  much  time,  inconvenience  and  expense.  Mon- 
roe is  the  county  seat  and  naturally  there  is  considerable  travel 
to  that  city.  Under  present  arrangements,  after  suffering  all 
this  inconvenience,  people  have  only  the  brief  noon  hour  at 
Monroe,  when  public  ofBces  are  closed,  for  the  transaction 
of  business,  if  they  desire  to  return  home  the  same  day.  After 
the  testimony  had  been  taken  an  informal  conference  was  held 
at  which  the  Railway  Companies  agreed  to  make  the  necessary 
changes  in  their  train  schedules  and  establish  the  desired  con- 
nections, whereupon  formal  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commis- 
sion became  unnecessary. 


No.  66. 

FOUNTAIN  CITY  SUPPLY  COMPANY,  P.  P.  BOULAY  & 
BRO.  COMPANY  AND  HELMER  MILLING  COMPANY, 
vs. 
WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Petition  alleging  unjust  discrimnation  in  rates  on  crushed 
stone  from  Hamilton  to  Fond  du  Lac,  Oshkosh  and  other  places 
as  compared  with  the  rate  from  Waukesha  to  Fond  du  Lac.  The 
rate  from  Waukesha  to  Fond  du  Lac  is  1^  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  for  a  distance  of  58  miles,  while  the  rate  from  Hamil- 
ton to  North  Fond  du  Lac,  a  distance  of  10  miles,  is  2  cents : 
Hamilton  to  Oshkosh,  a  distance  of  25  miles,  2  cents ;  and  Ham- 
ilton to  Fond  du  Lac,  a  distance  of  6  miles,  1  cent.  Befor<* 
this  case  came  to  a  hearing,  the  three  petitioners  and  the  Rail- 
way Company  signed  a  stipulation  requesting  the  Commission 
take  no  further  action  in  the  matter. 
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No.  67. 

BLOOMER  PRODUCE  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  AND  OMAHA  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

J.  Maloney,  for  Petitioner. 
E.  B.  Ober,  for  Respondent 

Petition  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  Railway  Company 
to  accept  potatoes  as  a  part  of  a  mixed  carload  shipment  with 
hay,  oats  and  grain,  at  the  carload  rate.  The  petitioner  avers 
that  he  frequently  has  opportunity  to  fill  orders  calling  for  small- 
er quantities  of  potatoes  and  grain  to  the  same  consignee  and 
ihat  the  arbitrar*  ruling  of  the  Railway  (Jompauy  pr's^uiiis 
his  making  up  such  mixed  car  lots  and  shiDumfi:  them  at  car 
load  rates.  This  is  equally  unjust  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
carload  rate  on  potatoes,  grain  and  hay,  is  the  same  for  each 
of  these  commodities,  to  the  places  to  which  petitioner  de- 
sires to  ship.  The  answer  oi  the  Railway  Company,  denied 
the  allegations  of  injustice  in  the  existing  rules  and  regula- 
tions and  protested  against  any  change. 

The  history  and  development  of  mixed  carload  ratings  vrere 
presented  at  the  hearing  in  this  case  and  it  became  clear  to  all 
that  the  Commission  could  not  dispose  of  this  petition  with- 
out passing  upon  the  existing  rules  governing  mixed  carloads 
in  general.  A  letter  was  therefore  addressed  to  the  petitioner, 
setting  forth  this  view  of  the  matter  and  notice  was  sent 
tc  the  Railway  Company  to  the  effect  that  the  Commiasion 
would  investigate  the  entire  question  of  mixed  carload  ship- 
ments. For  an  account  of  these  proceedings,  see  case  num- 
ber 75. 


No.  68. 


IN  RE  NORTH  WISCONSIN  FARMERS  ASSOCIATION. 

The  North  Wisconsin  Farmers  Association  Is  ai  voluntary  organiza- 
tion formed  for  the  purpose  of  advertising  northern  Wlscon- 
slTi  lands  and  of  inducing  settlers  to  locate  thereon.  It  Is  sup- 
ported hy  voluntary  Buhscriptions  made  by  certain  counties  and 
by  residents   of   the  northern   portion   of  the   State   generally. 
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No  particular  lands  are  advertised  aoid  maay  If  not  most  of  the 
subscribers  have  no  lands  of  their  own  for  sale.  One  of  the 
means  of  advertising  employed  was  to  equip  a  car  with  samples 
of  the  farm  products  raised  in  the  different  portions  of  the 
territory  included  in  the  organfs^ation,  and  to  exhibit  such 
products  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  southern  Wisconsin  and  Illinois, 
for  the  purp-ase  of  attracting  settlers  to  northern  Wisconsin. 
The  railway  companies  penetrating  the  northern  part  of  the 
State,  being  interested  in  the  settlement  and  development  of 
the  territory  in  question,  have  heretofore  transported  the  car 
free  of  charge,  together  with  the  occupants  of  such  car.  On  an 
app  ication  by  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  and  the 
above  named  arso^iation  for  a  rulinji  rrom  the  liauiiiad  C-su- 
mission  as  to  whether  or  not  the  railway  compamies  could  leg- 
ally continue  to  render  the  services  heretofore  rendered  free 
of  charge. 
Seld,  (1)  That  the  railway  companies  might.  If  they  saw  fit,  con- 
t  ibito  to  th:>  a:3LO"i:ition  in  question  a  sum  equal  to  thB  usual 
charge  for  the  haulage  of  such  &  car,  and  this  being  so,  there 
Is  nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  the  railway  companies  from 
making  a  contribution  by  way  of  service  to  the  objects  and 
purpotiC-s  of  th'  asso-viation,  tuty  tciiig  directly  Interested  in 
and  benefited  by  the  colonization  of  northern  Wisconsin,  and 
having  the  right  to  contribute  money  or  its  equivalent  for  aid- 
vertising  purposes. 
(2)  That  under  the  provislans  of  section  1,  of  chapter  13,  of  Law& 
passed  at  the  1905  special  session  of  the  legislature,  the*  oc- 
cupants of  such  a  car  wK)uld  be  obliged  to  pay  the  regular  rate 
of  fare  when  traveling  between  points  within  Wisconsin. 

The  North  Wisconsin  Farmers  Association  is  a  voluntary 
organization  composed  of  inhabitants  of  a  number  of  counties 
in  the  extreme  northern  portion  of  the  State  of  Wiaconsin.  Its 
members  are  farmers,  merchants  and  citizens  of  the  territory 
mentioned  generally.  Its  purpose  is  to  induce  settlers  to  lo- 
cate upon  the  vacant  lands  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  state. 
The  association  is  not  engaged  in  the  busiECss  of  selling  lands, 
or  in  the  business  of  dealing  in  them,  and  dms  not  advertise 
any  particular  lands  for  sale.  It  employs  a  8ecretar>\  who  is 
paid  a  salary.  No  othor  member  of  the  association  draws 
any  salary  or  receives  any  direct  benefit  from  the  Association. 
The  contributors  undoubtedly  expect  to  receive  some  indirect 
benefit,  which  would  probably  consist  largely  in  the  increase 
in  property  values  that  naturally  follows  the  settlement  and 
cultivation  of  a  new  country.  The  effect  of  colonization,  no 
doubt,  will  be  to  increase  the  value  of  the  taxable  property  of 
the  region  in  question  as  it  is  settled  up  and  property  owners 
will  no  doubt  be  benefited  by  such  settlement. 

For  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  advertising  of  northern 
"Wisconsin  lands,  the  association  procured  from  the  Wisconjrfn 
Central  Railway  Company  a  passenger  car,  which  has  bo-^  i 
fitted  up  by  the  association.     This  car  is  moved  about  from 
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place  to  place  in  southern  Wisconsin  and  in  portions  of  Miu 
utsola,   Iowa  and  Illinois  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year,   in 
charge  of  the  secretary  of  the  association.    In  the  car  are  car- 
ried specimens  of  the  various  kinds  of  grain  that  are  raised 
in  the  northern  portion  of  the  State,  and  the  car  is  fitted  up  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  attract  attention  as  an  advertisement.    The 
railways   penetrating  northern   Wisconsin,    have,    generally 
speaking,  heretofore  carried  this  car  over  their  lines  of  road 
free  of  charge.    The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  has 
contributed  the  use  of  the  car  free  of  charge  and  also  has  car- 
ried the  same  over  its  line  of  road  without  charge.    Substan- 
tially all  of  the  railways  of  any  importance  in  the  stato  pene- 
trate the  territory  covered  by  the  association.    As  the  timber 
18  being  depleted  in  this  section  of  the  State  it  is  important  to 
the  railways  as  a  business  propostiou  to  encourage  settlement 
along  their  respective  lines  so  as  to  make  business  for  them- 
selves.   In  fact,  they  are  very  much  interested  in  the  settle- 
ment and  development  of  the  northern  portion  of  the  State, 
which  has  been  a  very  profitable  field  for  the  railways  in  the 
past,  but  which  is  becoming  less  so  every  year. 

Recently  Mr.  Fairall,  the  secretary  of  the  association,  has 
been  advised  by  certain  railways  that  in  their  opinion  they 
could  no  longer  continue  to  haul  the  car  in  question  free  of 
charge,  owing  to  the  operation  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905, 
generally  known  as  the  Railroad  Commission  Law.  Mr.  Fairall 
called  upon  the  Commission  and  stated  that  neither  he  nor  his 
association  desired  to  violate  the  law,  and  asked  that  the  Com- 
mission advise  him  whether  or  not  in  its  judgment  the  railways 
could  legally  continue  to  move  the  car  free  of  charge  if  they 
desired  to  do  so. 

In  regard  to  the  legality  of  carrying  occupants  of  this  car 
from  place  to  place  free  of  charge  we  entertain  no  doubt.  We 
think  it  is  forbidden  by  section  1,  chapter  13,  of  Laws  passed  at 
the  special  session  of  the  legislature  held  in  December,  1905. 
The  secretary  and  such  help  as  he  employs  when  going  about, 
are  employed  and  paid  by  the  association  and  not  by  rny  rail- 
way company,  and  we  do  not  think  they  are  entitled  to  travel 
between  points  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin  without  paying 
the  usual  and  regular  rates  of  fare. 

In  regard  to  the  rinrht  of  the  railway  companies  to  carry  the 
ear  referred  to  a  different  question  arises.  The  railways  are 
much  more  interested  in  colonizing  northern  Wisconsin  than 
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any  individual  is.    To  encourage  colorT^tion  they  sell  reduced 
rate  tickets  into  this  region.    Some  of  them  spend  considerable 
money  in  advertising  lands  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  State 
so  as  to  induce  settlers  to  locate  on  th:m.    It  is,  of  oouise,  a 
perfectly  legitimate  thing  for  a  railway  company  to  advertise 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  its  busir^ss  and  revenue.    Ex- 
cursions are  advertised  and  agencies  are  maintained  in  differ- 
ent places  for  the  purpose  of  advertising.    In  fact,  the  item  of 
advertising  expense  on  tho  larger  roads  in  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin each  year  is  a  large  one.    We  take  it  that  the  railways 
might  contribute  to  the  funds  of  the  Association  sufficient 
sums  of  money  to  cover  the  cost  of  carrying  the  car  in  ques- 
tion, and  also  to  cover  the  reasonable  value  of  its  use,  and  that 
such  action  would  not  be  illegal.    Instead  of  making  a  cash  con- 
tribution to  cover  the  expense  of  carrying  the  car,  they  elect 
to  transport  the  car  as  their  contribution  to  an  enterprise  in 
which  they  are  co-workers  with  the  residents  of  the  northern 
counties  who  have  membership  in  the  Association.    We  do  not 
think  that  this  is  forbidden  by  any  provision  contained  ir 
chapter  362  of  the  Laws  of  1905,  as  amended  at  the  specia» 
session  of  the  legislature  held  in  December  of  that  year.    Each 
of  the  railway  companies  could  undoubtedly  fit  out  such  car 
if  it  saw  fit  for  advertising  purposes.    The  mere  fact  that  there 
is  co-operation  between  the  railway  companies  and  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  territory  advertised,  and  that  the  mhabilants 
contribute  the  larger  proportion  of  the  expense,  can  hardly 
make  it  unlawful  for  the  railway  companies  to  do  their  share 
towards  furthering  the  enterprise.     If  the  cars  were  carried 
for  the  purpose  of  advertising  the  lands  of  certain  land  com- 
panies who  were  advertising  their  own  lands  as  a  business 
proposition   and  for   their  own  benefit,   a  different   question 
might  arise,  but  we  do  not  think  the  law  of  Wisconsin  was 
intended  to  prohibit,  or  that  in  fact  it  does  prohibit  the  rail- 
way companies  from  carrying  the   car  in  question  free  of 
charge  under  the  circumstances  detailed  he_  jin. 
Dated  this  25th  day  of  August,  A.  D.,  19C6. 

EAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

13y  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Commissioners, 
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Ko.  69. 
FRANK  C.  SMITH 

vs. 
CHICAGO,   MILWAUKEE   &  ST.  PAUL   RAILWAY   COM- 
PANY. 

L.  H.  Bancroft,  for  Petitioner. 
C.  E.  VromaUb  for  Respondent, 

This  proceeding  involved  the  general  question  of  the  ade- 
quacy of  the  facilities  and  service  on  the  Prairie  du  Chien  Di- 
vision of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway,  from 
Madison  to  Prairie  du  Chien.  The  first  official  communica- 
tion which  the  Commission  received  regarding  this  matter  came 
from  Senator  Robert  M.  La  Follette,  who  complained  of  the  lack 
of  train  facilities  and  the  crowding  of  passeng-srs.  frequently 
compelling  them  to  stand  for  long  distances.  In  addition  three 
formal  complaints  were  lodged  and  the  Commission  also  issued 
notice  of  investigation  on  its  own  motion  in  order  that  every 
phase  of  the  questions  presented  might  be  covered.  Peti- 
tions relating  to  train  service,  signed  by  numerous  citizens, 
were  submitted  from  Mazomanie  and  Madison.  Before  che 
date  set  for  the  formal  hearing,  an  informal  conference  was 
held  in  the  office  of  the  Commission,  at  which  there  were  pres- 
ent attorneys  and  other  representatives  of  Richlund  Center, 
Muscoda,  Boscobel,  Prairie  du  Chien,  Soldirrs  Grove,  Wauzeka 
and  Milwaukee,  besides  representatives  of  the  Railway  Com- 
pany, about  twenty  altogether.  At  this  conference  1he  situ- 
ation was  thoroughly  discussed  and,  as  will  be  noted  below, 
an  acceptable  solution  found. 

A  brief  reference  to  the  complaints  will  be  sufficient  to  ex- 
plain the  situation  to  which  people  living  along  the  line  of  the 
Prairie  du  Chien  Division  objected.  The  petition  of  L.  II. 
Bancroft  went  into  the  details  of  the  existing  service  on  the 
branch  line  from  Lone  Rock  to  Richland  C*3nter.  It  referred 
to  the  3,000  population  of  the  city  of  Richland  Center,  with  a 
tributary  population  of  upwards  of  20,000  people  and  the  large 
volume  of  traffic  which  this  population  supported.  It  pointed 
out  the  dilapidated  and  unsanitary  condition  of  the  *' so-called 
depot"  and  the  lack  of  attendance  at  the  same;  it  objected 
strongly  to  Hbe  quality  of  the  service  provided  by  the  traina 
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which  the  company  **  pretended  to  operate"  between  Richland 
Center  and  Lone  Bock,  the  inferior  and  defective  equipment, 
the  poor  condition  of  the  track,  the  powerlessness  of  the  small 
train  crew  to  cope  with  the  traflSlc,  the  unsightly  surroundings 
of  the  company's  property,  and  the  failure  of  the  company 
to  maintain  a  night  telegraph  operator. 

The  pelition  of  F.  C.  Smith  alleged  that  no  improvem-ents  had 
been  made  in  the  service  for  25  years,  that  passengers  fre- 
quently were  unable  to  find  seats,  that  women  were  obliged  to 
ride  in  the  smoking  car,  that  the  company  did  not  operate  a 
Pullman  or  parlor  car,  and,  in  short,  that  the  whole  service 
was  ** miserably  inadequate.'' 

The  petition  of  John  J.  Blaine,  specified  not  only  the  entire 
line  from  Madison  to  Prairie  du  Chien,  but  also  the  two 
branches  running  from  the  main  line  to  Richland  Center 
and  La  Farge,  respectively,  alleging  that  both  freight  and  pas- 
senger service  were  inadequate,  and  that  the  company  failed 
to  furnish  proper  connections  with  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
Road  at  Wauzeka  and  Ijone  Rook. 

Soon  after  notice  of  the  hearing  in  these  cases  was  serve^l 
on  the  Railway   Company,   a   representative   of   the   company 
slated  to  the  Commission  that  the  company  should  make  no  at- 
tempt to  justify  the  present  service,  that  the  same  had  been 
the  object  of  much  attention  and  solicitude  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  of  the  company  but  that  they  had  never  quite  been 
able  to  see  their  way  clear  toward  finding  a  satisfactory  so- 
lution on  a  business  basis,  nor  did  they  now;  and  that  the  com- 
pany desired  to  have  the  Commission  undertake  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation and  make  such  recommendations  or  order  as  they 
deemed  just.     The  Commission  immediately  made  preparations 
to  take  testimony  and  make  thorough  investigations  at  all  im- 
portant places  along  the  Prairie  du  Chien  division.     Mean- 
while, the  wishes  and  desires  of  people  were  being  formulated 
and  discussed,  mass  meetings  were  held,  and  as  a  result  a  con- 
ference was  arranged  for  in  the  office  of  the  Commission,  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  a  proposition  which  the  Railway 
Company  desired  to  submit.     The  conference  lasted  all  day 
and  was  characterized  by  much  earnestness  and  good  feeling. 
At  the  close  of  the  conference,  the  following  proposition  was 
agreed  to  and  recommended  by  some  and  acquiesced  in  by  all : 
*'The  Chicago,  Milw?iukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company 
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proposes  to  run  a  passenger  train  daily,  except  Sunday, 
from  Madison  to  Richland  Center,  carrying  a  coach  fmm 
Madison  to  be  put  on  to  a  through  freight  at  Lone  Rock 
running  through  to  North  McGregor,  the  return  trip  of  a 
through  coach  from  North  McGregor  to  Madison  being 
made  from  North  McGregor  to  Lone  Rock  on  Stock  Fi  eight 
No.  166.  The  service  between  Lone  Rock  and  North  Mc- 
Gregor to  include  a  combination  passenger  and  baggage 
car  in  addition  to  the  coach  above  referred  to.  The  sched- 
ule upon  which  this  service  will  be  operated  to  be  iinally 
determined  by  General  Superintendent  Bush,  to  tl\e  satis- 
faction of  the  Wisconsin  Railroad  Commission.*' 

When  this  proposition  reached  the  operating  department  of 
the  Railway  Company,  the .  responsible  oflicials  appear  to  have 
felt  that  after  all  the  proposed  freight  service  between  Lon3 
Rock  and  Prairie  du  Chien  might  prove  more  difficult  and  ex- 
pensive than  they  had  at  firet  supposed  and  that  possibly  it 
might  be  very  difficult  to  live  up  to  such  a  schedule,  in  which 
case  the  complaints  from  west  of  Lone  Rock  would  again 
come  before  the  Commission,  for  the  representative  from  Bos- 
cobel  had  expressly  reserved  the  right  to  call  for  action  on 
his  complaint  in  case  the  proposed  service  should  not  meet 
the  requirements.  Besides,  the  officials  of  the  company,  we 
are  informed,  felt  that  there  was  much  force  in  the  arguiubnts 
presented  at  the  conference  to  the  effect  that  a  great  rail- 
way company  like  the  Chicago,  Milwauke.^  &  St.  Paul,  should 
not  asl<  its  patrons  .in  an  old  and  settled  part  of  the  State  to 
ride  in  a  freight  train.  Consequently  it  was  decided  to  lUn 
the  new  passenger  train  through  from  Janesville  to  North  Mc- 
Gregor, giving  the  Richland  Center  branch  passenjrer  con- 
nections at  Lone  Rock.  It  was  furthermore  agreed  to  ruii  the 
train  which  has  for  years  left  Milwaukee  shortly  b(^fore  noon 
out  of  there  at  1:45  P.  M.,  and  going  west  from  Madison  at 
about  4 :40  P.  M.  This  sr»liedule  is  now  being  observed  and  the 
new  train  is  running  in  both  directions  at  the  hours  aj^rtced 
upon.  The  company  has  also  undertaken  to  make  necessary 
improvements  in  station  and  other  facilities, 
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No.  TO- 
C.  B.  GOLDSWOBTHY 

vs. 
CHICAGO    &   NOBTHWESTEBN    BAILWAT    COMPANY 
AND  WISCONSIN  CBNTBAL  BAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Qoggins  &  Brazeau,  for  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  C.  &  N.  W.  By.  Co., 
Thos.  H.  GiU,  for  W.  C.  By.  Co. 

On  the  28th  day  of  August,  1906,  the  petitioner  in  the  above 
entitled  proceeding  filed  a  complaint  againsrt  the  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  Bailway  Company,  alleging  that  the  tillage  of 
Vesper,  Wood  county,  Wisconsin,  contained  a  population  of 
more  than  two  hundred  inhabitants,  and  that  the  respondent 
company  maintained  there  no  agent  and  no  station  buildings, 
except  a  small  shed,  unwarmed  and  unfit  for  use;  that  out- 
going and  incoming  freight  was  uncared  for  by  respondent 
company.  The  petitioner  prayed  that  after  due  hearing  and 
investigation  the  Commission  enter  an  order  requiring  ihe 
respondent  company  to  maintain  an  agent,  and  erect  suitable 
ptation  buildings  at  the  said  village,  and  for  such  other  and 
further  order  as  to  the  Commission  might  seem  just  and  reason- 
able. The  matter  came  on  for  hearing  on  the  18th  day  of 
September,  and  it  appeared  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  Bail- 
way  Company  had  a  line  of  road  running  through  Vesper,  par- 
allel to  tho  tracks  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway 
Company,  and  one  hundred  feet  distant  therefrom,  and  that 
the  said  Wisconsin  Central  Bailway  Company  maintained 
neither  an  agent  nor  suitable  station  facilities  at  said  village ; 
wherefore  petitioner  asked  leave  to  amend  his  petition  so  as 
to  include  the  said  Wisconsin  Central  Bailway  Company  therein 
and  by  stipulation  between  the  parties  the  hearing  waa  adjourned 
to  the  second  Tuesday  in  November,  and  leave  was  granted  peti- 
tioner to  file  his  amended  complaint.  Subsequently,  by  agree- 
ment between  the  parties,  petitioner  withdrew  his  complaint 
on  agreement  between  himself  and  the  respondent  Bailway  Com- 
panies that  the  said  companies  were  to  erect  suitable  joint  station 
buildings  at  Vesper,  and  maintain  a  joint  agent  at  that  point. 
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No.  71. 

JOHN  TORRENCE 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL   RAILWAY    COM- 
PANY. 

Ray  S.  Reid,  for  Petitioner. 
C.  E.  Vromani,  for  Respondent. 

Petition  alleging  that  the  rate  on  structural  iron  between 
La  Crosse  and  Viroqua  is  excessive  and  discriminatory.  Be- 
fore the  matter  came  to  a  hearing  the  attorney  for  the  peti- 
tioner wrote  to  the  Commission  that  his  client  desired  to 
withdraw  the  complaint  for  the  present  because  the  Railway 
Company  had  promised  to  put  in  a  satisfactory  rate. 


No.  12. 

CHIPPEWA  SUGAR  COMPANY 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY, CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  & 
OMAHA  RAILWAY  COMPANY  AND  WISCONSIN 
CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

R.  G.  Wagner,  for  Petitioner. 

Wm.  Ellis,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  Ry.  Co. 

H.  M.  Pearce,  for  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co. 

See  Number  72. 

18— R.  B. 
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No.  73. 

WISCONSIN  SUGAR  COMPANY 

vs. 
E.  G.  Wagner,  for  Petitioner. 
M.  G.  Jefferson,  for  Rock  Co.  Sugar  Co. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co. 
H.  M.  Pearce,  for  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  Ry.  Co. 
S.   A.  Lynde,  for  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co. 
Jones  &  Schubring,  for  I.  C.  Ry.  Co. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY 
CHICAGO    &    NORTHWESTERN    RAILWAY    COMPANY. 

Complaintti  alleging  that  the  rates  now  charged  for  the  transportation 
of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
are  in  excess  of  what  the  service  is  reasonably  worth,  and  that 
the  rules  enforced  in  regard  to  the  minimum  load  required  ou 
every  carload  of  sugar  beets  or  sugar  beet  pulp  are  unjust  and 
illegal. 

Eetdj  1.  That  the  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  sugar  beets 
and  sugar  beet  pulp  in  Wiscoif^in  are  unreasonable  and  dis- 
criminatory. 

2.  That  the  rules  complained  of  with  regard  to  the  minimum  load 

required  on  every  carload  of  sugar  beets  or  sugar  beet  pulp  are 
unreasonable  and  unjust. 

3.  That  the  rates  and  rules  complained  of  Bhall  be   substituted  by 
rates  and  rules  that  are  reasonable  and  just 

It  appears  from  their  complaints  that  each  of  the  above  pe- 
titioners is  a  corporation,  engaged  in  manufaeturmg  sugar 
from  beets;  that  the  plant  of  the  Chippewa  Sugar  Company  is 
located  at  Chippewa  Falls,  Wisconsin;  that  the  plant  of  the 
Wisconsin  Sugar  Company  is  located  at  Menomonee  Falls,  Wis- 
consin ;  and'that  the  plant  of  the  Rock  County  Sugar  Company 
is  located  at  Janesville,  Wisconsin.  It  further  appears  that 
each  of  the  petitioners  is  shipping  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp 
over  the  lines  within  this  state  of  the  several  Railway  Compa- 
nies whif;h  are  named  above. 

Each  petition  sets  forth  in  substance,  that  each  of  the  above 
named  Railway  Companies  is  a  common  carrier  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  persons  and  property  between  points  in  the 
State  of  Wisconsin ;  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  said  Railway  Com- 
panies to  transport  property  between  various  points  on  their 
lines  of  road  in  the  State,  wlien  requested  to  do  so,  and  to  charge 
a  reasonable  compensation  therefor;  that  the  rates  on  sugar  beets 
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and  sugar  beet  pulp  charged  by  the  said  Railway  Companies  are 
in  excess  of  what  the  service  is  reasonably  worth,  axT^vrding  to 
said  Railway  Companies  greater  compensation,  considering  the 
service  performed,  than  is  usually  and  customarily  chaj'ged  for 
like  services  in  other  states,  and  that  for  this  reason  the  rates 
thus' charged  should  be  substituted  by  reasonable  rates;  that  th« 
rules  enforced  by  each  of  said  Railway  Companies  in  regard  to 
the  minimum  load  required  on  every  carload  of  sugar  beets  or 
sugar  beet  pulp  has  the  effect  of  increasing  the  rate  ''?  freight 
charged  by  each  company,  such  increase  being  ejcc^ssive,  un- 
just and  illegal.  The  petitioners  also  ask  that  after  'iii-e  hear- 
ing and  investigation,  orders  be  made  fixing  a  reasonable  rate, 
and  a  reasonable  minimum  weight  per  car,  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp. 

The  respondent  Railway  Companies  in  their  -mswers  admit 
that  they  are  common  carriers  and  subject  to  the  laws  of  Wis- 
consin, but  they  deny,  in  substance,  that  the  rates  charged  for 
the  transportation  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp  in  this 
State  are  in  excess  of  what  the  service  is  reasonably  worth,  or 
that  they  are  in  excess  of  the  rates  for  a  like  or  similar  service  in 
transporting  these  commodities  elsewhere;  that  they  are  in  ex- 
cess of  the  rates  charged  for  a  like  or  similar  service  in  th-i 
transportation  of  other  commodities  of  like  character;  Ihat  the 
rules  either  as  made  or  enforced  in  regard  to  the  minimum  load 
on  every  car  of  sugar  beets  and  i^ugar  beet  pulp  are  unreason- 
able and  have  the  effect  of  unjustly  increasing  the  rate  of  freight 
charged. 

The  complaints  were  filed  in  this  office  about  September  10 
last.  The  hearings  were  held  October  2,  9,  10  and  17,  respec- 
tively. The  Wisconsin  Sugar  Company  and  the  Chippewa 
Sugar  Company  were  represented  at  the  hearings  by  E.  G.  Wag- 
ner, w^ho  is  president  of  both  companies.  The  Rock  County 
Sugar  Company  was  represented  by  its  vice  pr<^sident.  M.  R. 
Osi«um  and  by  its  attorney,  M.  G.  Jeffris.  Of  the  respondent 
Railway  Companies,  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  appeared  by  its 
attorney,  S.  A.  Lynde;  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  ap- 
peared by  its  special  representative,  William  Ellis;  the  Chicago. 
St.  Paul,  j^Jmneapolis  &  Omaha  appeared  by  its  traffic  manager. 
IT.  ]\r.  i^carce;  the  Illinois  Central  by  its  attorney,  E.  J.  B. 
Si.hubring;  the  Wisconsin  Central  was  not  represented  at  any 
of  the  hearings. 
The  plant  of  the  Chippewa  Sugar  Company  at  Chippewa 
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Falls  is  located  on  the  tracks  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company,  and  receives  its  beets  partly  over  the  lines  of  that 
company  and  partly  over  the  lines  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul. 
Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company.     Last  year  it  appears  to 
Lave  so  received  about  20,000  tons  of  beets  over  said  linos.     The 
Wisconsin  Sugar  Company's  plant  at  ^lenomonee  Falls  is  lo- 
cated on  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way Company,  and  last  year  received  by  rail  about  30,000  tons 
of  beets,  grewn  partly  along  the  lines  of  that  company  and 
partly  along  the  lines  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  and  the  Chicago 
&  North  Western  Railway  Companies.     The  plant  of  the  Rock 
County  Sugar  Company  at  Janesville  is  located  on  the  traclis  of 
both  the  Chicago,  IMilwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  the  Chicago  & 
North  Western  Railway  Companies  and  received  last  year  over 
these  roads  about  30,000  tons  of  beets.     The  average  distance 
which  the  beets  are  hauled  scoms  to  be  about  thirty-five  miles 
for  the  Janesville  plant  and  about  seventy  miles  for  the  other 
plants;  though  in  the  case  of  the  Menomonee  Falls  plant  the 
greater  proportion  appeared  to  be  obtained  within  fifty  miles  of 
said  plant.     The  amount  of  beets  in  each  carload  averaged  twen- 
ty-two  tons  last  year/ 

Sugar  beets  are  valued  at  about  $5.00  per  ton  and  are  man- 
ufactured into  sugar,  each  ton  yielding  aboait  200  pounds,  be- 
sides about  eighty  pounds  of  molas.^os  and  about  fourteen  hun- 
dred pounds  of  sugar  beet  pulp.     The  greater  proportion  of  the 
sugar  and   molasses   of   the   Menomonee   Falls   and   Janesville 
plants  is  sold  through  brokers  in  IMilwaukee  and  Chicngo;  suga** 
selling  in  the  market  at  about  four  and  one-half  cents  per  pound, 
or  ten  per  cent  less  than  the  market  price  of  cane  sugar,  while 
the  molasses  seems  to  bring  about  $7.00  per  ton.     The  Chippe- 
wa Falls  plant  disposes  of  the  greater  part  of  its  products  in  St. 
Paul,  Minneapolis,   Dululh,   and   Superior,   at  about  the  same 
prices.     The  pulp  seems  to  have  some  value  as  feed  for  live  stock 
and  part  of  it  is  shipped  to  various  places  for  that  purpose,  but, 
being  comparatively  unknown,  comm^ands  little  or  nothing  in 
the  markets.     Sugar  beets  not  only  are  of  comparaiively  low 
value,  but  they  are  of  such  character  that  they  cannot  very  well 
be  destroyed  by  either  the  elements  or  by  ordinary  accidents. 
The  risks  involved  in  handling  and  transporting  them  are,  there- 
fore, small. 
Large  quantities  of  coal  and  limestone  are  also  require^  in 


Repobt  op  thb  Baiuioad  OoMMissioir.  277 

connection  with  the  manufacturing  of  beet  erugar.  Coal  is  used 
for  power  and  in  drying.  Lime  stone  is  used  for  some  other 
purpose  in  the  process  of  manufacture.  The  exact  amount  of 
each  of  these  commodities  that  was  so  used  last  year  was  not  di- 
rectly stated,  but  the  facts  brought  out  in  the  testimony  indicate 
that  not  far  from  seventeen  tons  of  coal  and  four  tons  of  lime 
stone  are  required  for  one  hundred  tons  of  beets.  The  coal  is 
shipped  into  the  factories  from  the  various  lake  ports  and  from 
the  Spring  Valley  district  in  Illinois;  while  the  lime  stone  ?s 
largely  shipped  in  from  Moline  and  St.  Louis  in  ohat  state. 

From  the  tariffs  on  file  with  this  Commission,  it  appears  that 
each  one  of  the  above  mentioned  Railway  Companies  in  this  State 
has  adopted  the  same  rates  for  the  transportation  of  sugar 
beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp,  as  well  as  the  same  rules  for  the  regu- 
lation of  the  minimum  weight  of  each  carload  of  the  commodi- 
ties in  question.  As  these  commodities  are  transported  under 
commodity  rates,  the  question  of  their  classification  is  not  a  part 
of  the  issue  in  this  case. 

The  testimony  and  facts  presented  by  the  petitioners  in  this 
case  purported  to  show  that  the  rates  charged  in  this  State  for 
the  transportation  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp  are  rela- 
tively higher  than  the  rates  charged  for  substantially  like  serv- 
ices in  the  transportation  of  the  same  commodities  in  other 
states;  that  the  rates  so  charged  on  these  commodities  in  thiq 
state  are  higher  than  the  rates  charged  for  like  services  in  trans- 
porting other  commodities  of  like  Character  in  this  State;  and 
that  the  rates  per  ton  per  mile  on  these  commodities  in  this.Stata 
are  higher  than  the  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  oF  all  th« 
freight  transported  on  the  entire  system. 

The  respondents  also  presented  many  comparisons  and  facta 
which  tended  to  disprove  some  of  these  contentions  and  to  show 
the  immateriality  of  others.  They  also  endeavored  to  establish 
the  fact  that  owing  to  the  conditions  surrounding  the  traffic  in 
question  the  cost  to  carriers  of  handling  the  same  was  consider- 
ably above  the  average  cost. 

The  testimony  in  support  of  the  allegation  that  the  rates  in 
Wisconsin  on  the  commodities  in  question  are  higher  than  in 
other  states,  consisted  largely  of  quotations  from  the  tariffs  in 
effect  in  these  states  and  of  comparisons  of  the  rates  given  there* 
in.    These  comparisons  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 


o 
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COMPARiTIVB  RATES  ON  SOGA.B  BSETS. 
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do       

30 

"      25 

do       

30 

"     :0 

do        , 

30 

•'     ;.5 

do    !:::;:::;::;:;;:. 

30 

"      40 
"      45 

do    

do        

30 
40 

"      50 

dj       

40 

"      55 

do       

40 

*•      CO 

(to        

40 

"      C'> 

do        

50 

"      70 
"      75 

"      80 

do        

do        

do        

50 
50 
50 

•*      85 

do       

50 

•*      90 
"      95 

do        

do       

SO 
50 

••   ia> 

do       

50 

»•     I(;5 

"   no 

'*     115 

do       

do       

60 
60 
60 

"     1  0 

do       

60 

"     125 

do        

60 

"     131 

do        

60 

»*     1.35 

do        

60 

»*   no 

"    115 

do        

(Jo        

CO 
60 

'•    15J 

do        

60 

"    15  i 

do        

'     80 

"    16  D 

do        

go 

•*     165 

"    170 

do        

do        

80 
80 

••    175 

do        

80 

•*    180 

do        

80 

••    185 

•'    190 

do          

80 
80 

••    195 

do          

80 

••    300 

do       

80 

Ss  the  rates  in  the  Wisconsin  tariff  are  grouped  by  -listances 
of  twenty-five  miles  each,  it  may  be  well  to  reduce  all  the  rates 
in  the  precedinj^  table  to  the  same  basis.  "When  this  is  done  the 
table  will  appear  as  follows: 


RATES  PER  TON. 


Distances. 

Wisconsin. 

Michi«ran. 

Nebraska. 

Colorado. 

25  miles  and  under 

$    50 

60 
70 
85 
1  00 
1  15 
1  30 
1  45 

1    40 

52 

66 

78 

92 

104 

1  16 

128 

1   iO 

50 
80 
80 
90 
90 
1  00 
100 

•s 

50  111  lift?  and  ovpr  ?5 

75  m  l'>«  a'«H  ovor  rn 

1  0  mil  •«  nxu\  over  7» 

46 
SO 

125  ii.il'»H  and  ovor  103 

60 

].*))  inro.-^  aud  over  125     

17">  nilio'*  and  ovnr  150 , 

60 
80 

200  miles  aud  over  175 

80 

Avcrafifo  in  centb. 

94.3r 

84.75 

78.25 

55.00 
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The  rates  given  for  Michigan  were  compiled  from  the  tariffs 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  in  that  state.  Those  given  for 
Nebraska  were  compiled  from  the  tariffs  of  the  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington &  Quincy  Railway.  Those  given  for  Colorado  were  com- 
piled from  the  tariffs  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Rail- 
way. These  rates  aJso  seem  to  be  in  effect  on  other  railways  op- 
erating in  the  same  states  or  localities. 

Upon  comparison  of  the  rates  in  the  foregoing  table  it  appears 
that  those  for  Wisconsin  are  somewhat  higher  than  the  rates  in 
the  other  states  named.  The  differences  in  this  respect  are  par- 
ticularly marked  for  the  shorter  distances,  or  up  to  about  sixty 
miles,  and  for  distances  above  eighty  and  one  hundred  miles. 
For  distances  of  from  sixty-five  to  about  seventy-five  miles  the 
rates  in  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  are  about  the  same,  while  the 
rates  in  Nebraska  for  distances  from  about  fifty-five  miles  to 
about  eighty  miles  are  somewhat  higher  than  in  Wisconsin. 
The  rates  in  Colorado  for  ail  distances  are  much  lower,  not  only 
than  the  rates  in  Wisconsin,  but  also  than  the  rates  in  the  other 
states  named.  The  most  significant  differences  as  between  Wis- 
consin and  the  other  statec^  are  those  which  appear  in  the  ratoa 
for  distances  up  to  sixty  or  sixty-five  miles,  for  it  appeared 
from  the  testimony  that  in  this  State  the  greater  proportion  of 
the  beets  were  obtained  within  fifty  miles  of  the  factories. 

The  correctness  of  the  foregoing  rates  was  not  .que««tioned  by 
the  respondents,  but  they  g&ye  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  rates 
for  other  states  than  Wisconsin  were  not  fairly  remunerative  to 
the  carriers  and  that  thoy  had  been  put  into  effect  for  special 
reasons.  The  Michigan  rates,  for  instance,  were  said  to  have 
been  fixed  by  the  Pere  ^larquotte,  a  bankrupt  road,  in  its  desper- 
ate efforts  to  obtain  or  develop  traffic.  The  rates  in  Colorado 
were  said  to  have  been  fixed  by  the  Santa  Fe,  partly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asfristing  in  developing  a  barren  country,  and  partly  be- 
cause of  the  distances  the  cost  of  marketing  the  sugar  was  so 
great  that  the  manufacturers  could  not  stand  any  higher  rates  on 
beets.  After  looking  into  the  situation  somewhat,  we  do  not  feel 
that  the  greatest  weight  sliould  be  attached  to  these  opinions. 
The  Michifran  rates  were  adopted  by  non-competitive  J**?  well  as 
by  competitive  lines.  Thoy  are  even  in  effect  in  Indiana  and 
Ohio.  From  such  facts  as  are  disclosed  by  the  reports  of  at 
least  some  of  the  railways  by  which  thv3y  have  been  adopted,  it 
would  hardly  seem  that  they  are  not  paying  rates.    It  does  not 
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seem  probable  that  local  rates  of  this  character  would  be  so  gea- 
erally  maintained  if  they  did  not  yield  a  fair  amount  of  profit. 

The  respondent  also  presented  many  comparisons  and  facts 
bearing. upon  the  rates  in  the  various  states.  These  comparisons 
cover  a  wider  field  than  those  presented  by  the  petitioners,  but 
do  not  seem  to  lead  to  materially  diflforeut  results.  They  may 
be  summarized  as  follows: 


COMPARATIVE  RATES  ON  SUGAR  BEETS. 

(The  rates  shown  are  the  rates  por  ton.) 


C&N.W 
ill  W*!^* 

C&N.W. 

C.&N.W. 

LiDes  in 

Lines  in 
Southern 

TiinAfc  in 

Lines  in 

Distan 
ces. 

con«<in  A 
Micbi- 

in 
Minne- 

in 
Nebra<$- 

Northern 
Ck)Jo- 

Colorado 

Call- 
forDia. 

Lines  in 
Utah. 

C.  F.  k. 
Terri- 

gau. 

sota. 

ka. 

rado. 

Northern 
Kansas. 

tory. 

5 

$.50 

$.50 

$.40 

$.30 

$.30 

$.30 

$.09 

$.40 

10 

.50 

.50 

.50 

.30 

.30 

.40 

.18 

.40 

15 

.50 

50 

.50 

.90 

.'cO 

.45 

.29 

.40 

20 

.50 

.50 

.50 

.30 

.30 

.50 

.43 

.40 

25 

.50 

.50 

.50 

.30 

.30 

.50 

.57 

.40 

81 

.CO 

.60 

.5) 

.35 

.30 

.^5 

.66 

.50 

S) 

.CO 

.60 

.50 

.35 

..,0 

.55 

.73 

.50 

40 

.60 

.60 

.50 

.S') 

.30 

.60 

.82 

.50 

45 

.(50 

.CO 

.50 

.45 

.40 

.60 

.92 

.50 

50 

.60 

.60 

.80 

.50 

.40 

.60 

.98 

.60 

55 

.70 

.70 

.80 

.55 

.40 

.65 

1.1  < 

.60 

60 

.70 

.70 

.80 

.60 

.40 

.65 

1  30 

.60 

65 

.70 

.70 

.80 

.65 

.50 

.&> 

1.37 

.70 

70 

.70 

.70 

.80 

.70 

.50 

.70 

1.41 

.70 

75 

.70 

.70 

.80 

.75 

.50 

.70 

1.55 

.70 

80 

.85 

.85 

.80 

.80 

.50 

.80 

1.63 

.70 

85 

.a} 

.85  . 

.85 

.85 
1  '» 
1.00 
1.03 
1.00 
1.00 
1.15 
1.1.) 
1.15 
1.15 
1.15 
1.30 
1.30 
1.30 
1.30 
1.30 
1.45 
1.45 
1.45 
1.45 
1.45 

.Si) 
.85 
.85 
.85 
1.00 
1  00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.0) 
1.15 
1.15 
1.15 
1.15 
1.15 
l.'SO 
1.30 
1.30 
1.30 
1.30 
l.<5 
1.45 
1.45 
1.45 
1.45 

.to 

.80 

.80 

.80 

1.00 

1.00 

1.00 

.50 
.50 
.50 
.f.O 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.60 
.(50 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 

.80 
.80 
.80 
.90 
.90 
.90 
.90 
1.00 

1.73 

.80 

90 

.80 

95 

.iO 

100 

.80 

105 

.90 

110 

.90 

115     - 

.90 

J20 

.90 

125 

l.OO 

130 

1.00 

135 

1.00 

140 

1.00 

145 

1.10 

150 

1.10 

155 

1.10 

160 

1.10 

165 

1.20 

170 

1.20 

175 

1.20 

180 

1.20 

185 

1.30 

190 

1.30 

195 

1.30 

200 

:::::::;:: :::::: ::::i 

1  90 
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The  rates  under  **C.  &  N.  W.  in  Wisconsin  and  Michigan'*  ap- 
ply locally  on  the  lines  of  the  respondents  in  this  State  and  on 
the  Chicago  &  North  Western  Railway  in  the  Upper  PcninsuL^ 
of  Michigan, — that  is  to  the  beet  sugar  factory  which  ^'s  located 
at  Menominee,  Michigan.    The  rates  shown  under  **0.  &  N.  W. 
in  Minnesota"  are  precisely  the  same  as  those  in  ejBfect  in  Wis* 
consin.    The  rates  headed  *'C.  &  N.  W.  in  Nebraska"  when 
taken  as  a  whole  are  slightly  lower  than  the  rates  in  Wisconsin 
and  considerably  higher  than  the  rates  in  effect  on  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  &  Quincy  Railway  in  Nebraska.    The  ratrs  shown 
for  ''Northern  Colorado"  are  somewhat  higher  than  the  rates 
shown  for  "Southern  Colorado  and  Kansas,"  and  all  of  those 
rates  are  a  great  deal  lower  than  the  rates  in  Wisconsin.    The 
rates  in  California  are  also  lower  than  those  in  Wisconsin,  the 
differ^ices  being  particularly  marked  for  the  shorter  distances. 
Utah  presents  a  rather  peculiar  situation.    Up  to  about  twenty 
miles  the  rates  in  that  state  appear  to  be  almost  excessively  low. 
From  this  point  up  they  increase  very  rapidly,  so  rapidly  in  fact 
that  for  the  distances  from  about  thirty-five  to  about  eighty-five 
miles  they  are  out  of  proportion  to  the  rates  in  any  of  the  states 
included.     If  the  sugar  beets  in  Utah  are  raised  within  twenty 
or  even  thirty-five  miles  of  the  sugar  factories,  then  these  fac- 
tories have  lower  rates  than  those  of  any  of  the  other  states.     If 
not,  then  the  reverse  might  be  true.     The  rates  in  the  C.  F.  A. 
territory,  which  in  this  case  means  Indiana,  Ohio  and  possibly 
part  of  south&m  Michigan,  seem  to  be  identical  with  the  rates 
on  the  Grand  Trunk  and  other  railroads  in  Michigan,  which,  as 
shown  above,  were  introduced  in  the  evidence  by  the  petitioners 
in  this  case.    They  are  also  considerably  lower  than  th?  rates  fox* 
like  distances  in  Wisconsin. 

From  these  comparisons  of  the  rates  on  sugar  beets,  the  con- 
elusion  must  be  drawn  that  the  rates  in  Wisconsin  are  about  th^i; 
same  as  those  on  the  Chicago  &  North  Western  Railway  in  Min- 
nesota and  northern  Michigan ;  that  the  rates  in  Wisconsin  are, 
on  the  whole,  higher  than  the  rates  for  like  distances  in  Michi- 
gan, Indiana,  Ohio,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Colorado  and  Celifomia. 
If  the  average  distance  of  haul  in  Utah  does  not  exceed  twenty- 
five  miles,  then  it  would  also  seem  that  the  Wisconsin  rates  ara 
higher,  or  at  least  fully  as  high  as  the  rates  in  that  state.  The 
petitioners  in  this  case  also  submitted  tariffs  showing  the  rates 
on  sugar  beets  in  Oregon  and  Washington,  and  the  rates  in 
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these  states  also  appear  to  be  somewhat  lower  than  thoso  in  Wis- 
consin.    Tho  excesses  for  Wisconsin  can,  of  course,  be  shown  in 
percentages,  but  it  is  not  likely  that  this  method  of  presentation 
would  make  the  situation  any  clearer.     A  few  illustra titans,  how- 
ever, may  be  in  place.     Going  back  to  the  tables,  it  is  i'onnd  that 
the  average  rate  for  the  first  twenty-five  miles  is  fifty  cents  in 
Wisconsin  and  forty  cents  in  C.  P.  A.  territx)ry,  and  in  Mich- 
igan outside  of  the  Northern  Peninsula.   'In  this  case,  then,  the 
excess  for  Wisconsin  amounts  to  about  twenty-five  per  c<?nt.     At 
thirty-five  miles,  which  corresponds  very  closely  to  the  average 
haul  at  Janesville  in  this  State,  the  rate  is  about  sixty  cents  per 
ton  in  Wisconsin  and  fifty  cents  in  Michigan,  an  excess  of  twen- 
ty per  cent  for  the  former.     Taking  all  the  comparisons  into  con- 
sideration, it  is  found  that  Minnesota  -  about  the  only  state 
where  the  rates  are  as  high  as  in  Wiscons.n.     This  is  certainly 
the  case  if  Utah  is  classed  as  doubtful. 

Whether  comparisons  of  this  eharactor  are  material  to  the 
question  at  issue  depends  largely  upon  the  density  of  the  traffic 
and  the  cost  of  operation.     The  greater  the  output  of  the  fac- 
tories and  the  farm  the  givater  is  also  the  traffic  density,  and  the 
low^er  is  the  cost  per  unit  of  transportation.     The  cost  per  unit 
is  also  vitally  affected  by  the  cost  of  operation  and  by  the  cost 
of  the  railways.     These  are  the  general  rules.    With  respect  to 
these  conditions,  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  are  about  on  a  parity. 
According  to  the  last  United  States  Census  the  value  of  farm 
property   was:     Wisconsin,  $811,712,000,   Michigan,    $690,356,- 
000,  and  the  products  of  the  farms  were  valued  at  $1-^7,446.000 
and  $146,548,000,  respectively;  while  the  output  of  the  factories 
was  valued  at  $360,819,000  in  Wisconsin,  and  $356,944,000  in 
Michigan.     These  facts  alone  make  it  quite  clear  that  Michigan 
is  not  furnishing  any  more  in  the  way  of  traffic  than  Wisconsin. 
This  conclusion  is  further  supported  by  the  fact  that,  w^ith  the 
exception  of  perhaps  one  or  two  trunk  lines,  the  traffic  density 
on  the  roads  in  the  two  states  is  also  about  the  same.     Nor  have 
we  been  able  to  discover  any  cogent  reasons  for  believmg  that 
there  are  any  important  differences  as  between  the  two  states, 
either  in  the  cost  of  constructing  the  roads  or  in  the  expenses  of 
operating  them.     The  topography  of  the  country  is  about  the 
same.    There  can  be  no  marked  differences  in  the  wages  of  train- 
men and  other  employes.     The  cast  of  fuel  and  materia^  is  cer- 
tainly no  greater  in  IMichigan.     On  the  whole,  it  would  probably 
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be  no  easy  task  to  pick  out  two  states  in  which  the  conditions  ?n 
question  are  more  nearly  alike  than  in  the  two  states  named. 

The  trafl&c  conditions  in  Indiana  and  northern  Ohio,  particu- 
larly with  respect  to  the  local  business,  appear  to  be  about  the 
same  as  in  Michigan.  When  it  comes  to  the  states  west  of  the 
Missouri  River,  however,  the  situation  must  be  somewhat  differ- 
ent. These  states  are  more  srparsely  settled.  Thoir  Midustries 
are  in  a  less  advanced  stage  of  development  and  their  output  is 
smaller.  It  is  also  possible  that  there  are  places  where  the  cost 
of  operation  is  relatively  heavy.  On  the  other  hand,  the  traffic 
in  these  states  is  shared  by  fewer  roads  and  less  mileage.  The 
traffic  density  of  some  of  the  roads  which  are  operating  in  these 
states  is  not  far  behind  that  of  many  of  the  roads  in  the  north 
central  states.  Nor  does  there  appear  to  be  any  marked  dif- 
ferences in  the  relations  between  the  operating  expenses  and  the 
earnings  in  the  two  cases. 

After  a  careful  consideration  of  these  facts  it  rather  appears 
to  us  that  the  foregoing  comparisons  of  the  rates  in  the  various 
states  on  the  commodities  in  question  are  material  to  the  points 
at  issue  in  this  case.  This  is  particularly  true  of  the  compari- 
sons which  are  made  between  Wis"consin  and  Michigan. 

The  respondents  also  held  that  under  the  present  adjustment 
of  the  rates  the  manufacturers  of  beet  sugar  in  Wisconsin  are 
at  least  as  favorably  situated  as  the  manufacturers  of  beet 
sugar  in  the  other  state.  Considerable  testimony  was  intro- 
duced to  show  that  when  the  present  rates  on  beets,  coal  and  lime 
stone  in,  and  on  the  sugar  out  were  so  adjusted  tliat,  so  fai  as 
freight  rates  were  concerned,  the  sugar  from  Wisconsin  would 
be  placed  upon  the  market  at  as  low  a  cost  as  the  sugar  manu- 
factured elsewhere.  A  large  proportion  of  this  testimony  con- 
sisted of  tariffs  and  statements  showing  rates  on  coal,  lime  stone 
and  sugar,  together  with  the  distances  transported,  for  the  va- 
rious states,  and  a  brief  review  of  these  facts  also  will  be  neces- 
sary. 

For  Wisconsin,  Janesville  was  used  as  the  basis.  To  this  point 
the  rates  on  coal  varied  from  80  cents  to  $1.00  per  ton,  the 
greater  proportion  going  under  the  latter  rate,  and  the  distance 
of  haul  varies  from  78  to  130  miles.  On  lime-tone  the  rate  was 
$1.00  for  a  distance  163  miles  and  $2.20  per  ton  for  a  distance 
of  212  miles.  Most  of  the  shipments  were  made  under  the  lower 
rate.    On  coke  the  rate  was  $3.60  per  ton.    About  70  per  cent 
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of  the  sugar  out  was  shipped  to  Chicago  on  a  rate  of  8  cents 
per  cwt.,  and  the  larger  part  of  the  balance  was  shipped  under 
rates  that  varied  from  about  12i/^  to  about  21  cents  per  cwt. 

To  the  different  factories  in  Michigan  the  lowest  rat(?s  on  coal 
varied  from  50  to  90  cents  per  ton  for  distances  ranging  from 
33  to  145  miles.  Higher  rates  for  longer  distances  are  also 
quoted,  but  as  few  of  the  factories  are  located  any  considerable 
distance  from  either  the  local  coal  mines  or  the  lake  ports  the 
above  figures  would  seem  to  fairly  represent  the  situation.  The 
rate  on  lime  stone  for  distances  ranging  from  175  to  'w  3  miles 
was  about  90  cents  per  ton.  The  rates  on  sugar  varied  from 
4  to  22  cents  per  cwt.  The  greater  proportion  is  probably 
shipped  on  an  8  and  8i/^  cent  rate. 

For  Colorado  the  rates  on  coal  for  distances  ranging  up  to 
585  miles  were  given  at  $1.75  to  $4.45  per  toa  These  rates 
were  obtained  from  the  tariffs  of  the  Santa  Pe  Railway  and 
looked  rather  high.  An  examaintion  of  the  coal  producing 
points  with  reference  to  the  location  of  the  sugar  faclories  in 
that  state  disclosed  the  fact  that  coal  can  be  had  witliin  much 
shorter  distances  than  those  given  in  the  testimony.  In  fact  the 
average  distance  between  the  coal  mines  and  the  factories  seems 
to  be  less  than  100  miles.  In  view  of  these  facts  it  is  not  likely 
that  the  rates  on  coal  into  the  sugar  factories  are  any  greater 
in  that  state  than  in  Wisconsin.  The  rates  on  coke  are  even 
less  than  in  Wisconsin.  The  rates  on  limestone  for  distances  of 
from  68  to  159  miles  seem  to  vary  from  50  to  70  cents  per  ton. 
The  local  rates  on  sugar  were  given  at  from  10  to  15  cents  per 
cwt.,  and  the  rates  to  Mississippi  River  and  common  points  at 
about  30  cents  per  cwt.  From  some  factories  more  than  one-half 
and  from  others  less  than  one-half  of  the  output  went  out  under 
the  local  rates.  The  rates  to  Missouri  River  and  other  points 
from  most  of  the  factories  seem  to  stand  at  about  25  cents,  while 
they  were  35  cents  per  cwt.  to  Chicago. 

On  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  in  Nebraska  the  rate  on  coal  to  the 
su^rar  factory  seems  to  vary  from  $1.16  to  $1.21,  $1.45,  $2.25, 
and  upward  per  ton,  while  the  rate  on  limestone  is  about 
50  cents  per  ton.  The  rate  on  sugar  to  the  Missouri  Ki^er  points 
is  10  cents,  while  to  Chicago  it  is  27,  and  to  Minneapolis  20 
cents  per  cwt. 

From  these  facts  it  would  seem  that  the  average  rate  on  coal 
is  about  90  cents  per  ton  in  Wisconsin,  70  cents  per  ton  in 
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Michigan,  and  perhaps  $1.00  per  ton  in  Colorado;  that  the  rate 
per  ton  for  limestone  is  about  $1.20  in  Wisconsin;  90  cents  in 
Michigan;  and  50  cents  in  Colorado;  that  the  rate  on  sugar  is 
about  $2.00  per  ton  in  Wisconsin,  $2.00  in  Michigan  and  about 
$2.40  for  one  half  of  the  output  and  $6.00  for  the  romaininc; 
half,  or  an  average  of  about  $4.20  per  ton  in  Colorado.  It  is  not 
claimed  that  these  averages  can  be  absolutely  correct,  but  it 
would  seem  from  the  above  facts  that  they  can  be  safely  used 
for  comparative  purposes.  Their  full  meaning  can  be  better 
shown  if  they  are  applied  to  the  coal  and  lime  stone  in,  and  the 
sugar  out,  for  a  hypothetical  factory  in  each  of  the  th^^ee  states 
which  consumes  50,000  tons  of  beets  annually.  With  17  tons  of 
coal,  4  tons  of  limestone,  and  10  tons  of  sugar  to  each  100  tons 
of  beets  the  freight  of  these  commodities  outside  of  ilie  beets 
would  amount  to  $20,050  in  Wisconsin,  $17,750  in  Micliigan, 
and  $30,500  in  Colorado.  If  these  amounts  are  adde^l  to  the 
cost  of  transportation  of  the  50,000  tons  of  beets  under  the 
present  rates  a  fairly  good  idea  of  the  rate  situation  in  the  three 
states  may  be  obtained.  Perhaps  a  few  illustrations  based  upon 
the  above  figures  and  the  cost  of  transportation  of  the  beets  for 
distances  of  25,  40,  60,  80,  120,  160,  and  200  miles,  respectively, 
may  be  in  point. 


Miles  of  haul  for  beets. 


25  miles  for  beets 

40  do 

CO  do 

80  do 

120  do 

160  do 

200  .     do 


Wisconsin. 

Michigan. 

$45,a-)0 

187,750 

5(j.or,j 

42,750 

55,('")) 

47,750 

62,  o.-)!) 

52,7;50 

70.0.-0 

62,750 

^5,o^):) 

72,750 

93,y:o 

82,750 

Colorado. 


$45,500 
45,500 
50,500 
55.500 
60,500 
70,500 
70,500 


These  figures  then  include  the  cost  of  transportation  c>f  beets, 
coal  and  limestone  in  to  the  factory  and  of  the  sugar  out.  The 
cost  for  Wisconsin  seems  to  be  the  hi^rhost  in  every  instance. 
Even  if  these  figures  were  only  approximately  correct  they 
would  apparently  fail  to  sustain  the  respondents  in  their  con- 
tention that  the  manufacturers  in  these  states  had  l)£;(^n  placed 
on  about  the  same  basis  with  respect  to  their  freight  rates,  when 
the  cost  of  transporting  all  of  the  above  namod  commodities  is 
taken  into  consideration.  Without  passing  upon  the  question  as 
to  what  extent  natural  and  commercial  inequalities  should  be 
adjusted  through  the  charges  for  transportation,  we  feel  that 
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there  are  certain  features  in  these  comparisons  that  should  not 
be  disregarded  in  deciding  this  case. 

Both  sides  made  extensive  comparisons  between  the  rates  on 
sugar  beets  and  the  rates  on  other  commodities.  These  compari- 
sons together  with  many  other  rates  were  examined  but  have  led 
to  no  important  conclusions.  Sugar  beets  are  a  low  grade  of 
cheap  raw  material  that  is  converted  into  other  products  and  thus 
furnishes  trafiSic  both  into  and  out  of  the  factories.  It  should 
therefore  be  compared  with  other  low  i^ade  commodities  which 
was  also  done.  On  many  such  commodities  the  rates  were  about 
the  same  as  those  on  beets.  On  others  again  they  were  higher, 
while  several  commodities  were  found  on  which  the  rates  were 
lower  than  the  rates  on  beets.  The  most  prominent  commodity  in 
the  latter  class  is  perhaps  logs  when  moved  to  the  mills  to  be  con- 
verted into  lumber;  but  bolts,  pulp  wood,  wood  pulp,  pig  iron, 
fuel  wood,  and  several  other  kinds  of  raw  material  are  sometimes 
also  found  in  this  class.  While  the  present  rates  on  sugar  beets 
are  among  the  lower  rates  in  effect,  and  rightly  so,  they  cannot 
be  said  to  be  the  lowest  rates  in  effect. 

The  average  rate  per  ton  per  mile  for  the  entire  system  can 
hardly  be  a  fair  basis  for  the  rates  on  sugar  beets.  This  rate  is 
simply  the  average  receipt  per  mile  for  each  ton  of  freight 
transported.  It  includes  all  kinds  of  freight  and  all  sorts  of 
loading  for  all  distances.  On  one  of  the  railwavs  involved  in 
this  case  the  average  rate  for  the  fiscal  year  of  1905,  was  8.8 
mills  per  ton  per  mile.  The  average  carload  in  this  case  was 
lees  than  14  tons,  and  the  average  distance  of  haul  about  175 
miles.  For  beets  the  average  load  is  about  22  tons  and  the 
average  length  of  haul  less  than  GO  miles.  The  conditions  in  the 
two  cases  are  obviously  not  comparable. 

A  rate  is  made  up  of  two  classes  of  expenses ;  the  cost  of  hand- 
ling the  freight  at  the  stations  or  terminals,  and  the  cost  of 
moving  the  same  from  one  station,  or  terminal,  to  another 
The  terminal  expenses  are  not  affected  by  the  length  of  the  haul. 
They  amount  to  as  much  for  a  ton  going  ten  miles  as  for  one 
going  a  hundred  miles.  A  terminal  cost  of  25  cents  per  ton 
amounts  to  2.5  cents  per  ton  per  mile  for  a  haul  of  ten  miles, 
and  to  only  2.5  mills  per  ton  per  mile  when  the  haul  Is  one  hun- 
dred miles  in  length.  The  cos:t  of  hauling  the  freight  between 
the  stations  on  the  other  hand  varies  with  the  length  of  the  haul". 
Comparisons  of  the  rates  per  ton  per  milo  are  therefore  not 
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likely  to  mean  a  great  deal  unless  the  kind  of  traffic  and  the 
leu^rth  of  the  haul  are- the  same. 

If  the  average  rate  for  the  average  load  for  the  average  dis- 
timee  of  haul  for  the  entire  system  was  applied  to  sugar  beets 
the  loDg  haul  would  have  to  bear  the  greater  proportion  of  the 
terminal  expense  as  well  as  of  the  increased  cost  for  the  short 
or  the  so-called  way  freight  haul.     This  may  be  further  illus- 
trated.   As  above  stated,  the  average  rate  for  one  of  the  roads 
w9iH  8.8  mills  per  ton  per  mile.     For  ten  miles  this  would  amount 
to  8.8  cents  per  ton;  for  twenty  miles  17.6  cent,s  per  ton;  for 
fifty  miles  44  cents;  for  one  hundred  miles  88  cents;  for  one 
hundred  fifty  miles  $1.48;  for  one  hundred  seventy-five  miles 
$1.54,  or  8.8  mills  per  ton  per  mile;  and  for  two  hundred  mile.^ 
aboat  $1.62. 

The  average  rate  of  8.8  mills  per  ton  mile  for  the  system 
when  properly  adjusted  will  be  found  to  be  higher  than  the  pres- 
ent rates  on  sugar  beets.  With  the  operating  expenses  roughly 
apportioned  between  passenger  and  freight  traffic  and  between 
terminal  and  movement  expenses;  with  the  same  terminal  cost 
per  ton  of  freight  regardless  of  the  distances  it  is  hauled;  with 
the  movement  expenses  per  mile  about  three  times  as  great  for 
the  way  freight  as  for  the  through  haul,  the  approximate  aver- 
age rates  per  ton  for  the  system  were :  54.6  per  ton  for  a  distance 
of  ten  miles;  64  cents  per  ton  for  20  miles;  82.7  cents  per  ton 
for  40  miles;  110.6  cents  per  ton  for  70  miles;  132.4  cents  for 
100  miles;  148.0  cents  for  150  miles;  154.0  cents  per  ton,  or 
8.8  mills  per  ton  per  mile,  for  175  miles;  and  162.5  cents  per  ton 
tor  200  miles.  The  present  rates  on  sugar  beets  are:  50  cents 
per  ton  for  distances  up  to  and  including  25  miles ;  70  cents  for 
70  miles;  85  cents  for  100  miles;  $1.15  for  150  miles;  $1.30  per 
ton,  or  7.43  mills  per  ton  per  mile  for  175  miles;  and  $!l.45  for 
200  miles. 

These  adjustments  of  the  average  rate  for  the  s>'s<^em  are  not 
absolutely  correct,  but  it  is  believed  that  they  are  clos-e  enough 
to  actual  averages  to  show  that  the  average  rates  cannot  be  fairlj^ 
applied  to  sugar  beets. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  sugar  beets  should  be  transporte  J 
at  lower  than  the  average  rates.  Their  value  is  relatively  much 
lower  than  the  average  value  of  freight  carried  and  the  risks 
involved  are  much  less.  Sugar  beets  also  move  in  heavier  car- 
Icinds,  the  average  being  22  tons  to  each  car  as  against  13.74  tons 
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for  the  average.  In  addition  to  this  the  beets  are  a  raw  mate- 
rial for  other  products,  which  in  turn,  also  furnish  traffic  for  the 
railroads,  and  facts  of  this  character  are,  as  a  rule,  taken  into 
consideration  in  fixing  rates. 

The  testimony  and  facts  presented  by  the  respondents  in  ref- 
erence to  the  cost  of  transporting  sugar  beets  related  mostly  to 
the  detention  and  earnings  per  car;  the  cost  of  the  sLation  ser- 
vice; the  cost  per  unit  of  transportation  where  the  traffi.c  is 
light  as  compared  with  the  cost  where  it  is  heavier;  and  the  cost 
of  the  local  as  compared  with  the  through  traffic.  The  greater 
proportion  of  this  testimony  was  presented  by  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company. 

The  average  detention  of  the  cars  in  the  sugar  beet  service 
was  estimated  at  7  to  8  days  at  Chippewa  Falls,  8  days  at  Janea- 
ville,  and  10  days  at  Menomonee  Falls.  These  estimates,  how- 
ever, do  not  agree  with  the  reports  of  the  manager  of  the  Car 
Service  Association.  From  these  reports,  which  show  the  date  of 
billing  and  the  date  the  cars  were  released  at  the  factories,  it 
appealed  that  the  average  time  between  these  dates  for  763  cars 
at  Chippewa  Falls  was  4.3  days ;  that  the  average  time  for  1395 
cars  at  Menomonee  Falls  was  4.7  days  and  that  the  average  time 
at  Janesville  for  573  cars  was  4.3  days,  or  an  average  of  4.5  days 

for  a  t jtal  of  2731  cars.  If  to  this  average  of  4.5  days  is  added 
about  2  days  for  loading  we  have  an  average  detention  of  6.6 
days  for  the  cars  in  the  sugar  beet  service. 

These  figures  do  not  seem  to  be  out  of  proportion  when  comJ- 

pared  with  the  performance  of  the  cars  on  the  roads  as  a  whole. 
The  ix3ports  which  the  railway  companies  make  to  the  State  do 
not  show  how  many  loads  were  carried  by  each  car  during  any 
given  period,  but  from  the  traffic  data  presented  in  them  it  is 
possible  to  obtain  some  idea  upon  the  situation  in  this  respect. 
For  the  fiscal  year  1905  it  appears  that  each  car  in  the  freight 
service  carried  about  41.5  loads  on  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.,  and 
about  40  loads  on  tlio  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.'  This  is  equal  to  an  aver- 
at^o  detention  of  about  8.8  days  for  the  former  road  and  to  about 
9  days  for  the  latter.  In  comparing  these  figures  with  those 
obtained  from  the  Car  Service  Association  it  appears  that  the 
averap^e  detention  in  the  sugar  beet  traffic  in  this  State  is  less 
than  the  average  detention  for  the  entire  traffic  on  the  two  sys- 
tems. 
Under  the  Car  Service  rules  two  days  of  24  hours  each  are  al- 
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lowed  free  of  any  extra  charge  for  loading  a  car,  and  the  same 
length  of  time  is  allowed  for  unloading  it.  For  any  detention 
beyond  these  two  days  in  either  case  an  extra  charge  of  $1.00 
per  day  is  imposed  for  the  use  or  for  the  delay  of  the  car.  About 
three  fourths  of  the  cars  of  beets  appear  to  have  been  unloaded 
at  the  factories  either  on  the  same  day  on  which  tlipy  were 
placed  or  before  the  expiration  of  the  two  day  limit.  The  re- 
maining fourth  were  detained  more  than  two  days,  but  the  aver- 
age detention  of  all  cars  seems  to  have  been  less  than  two  full 
days.  The  real  cause  of  the  extra  detention  was  not  f  uUy  deter- 
mined. In  some  cases  it  was  probably  due  to  the  crowded  con- 
dition at  the  factories  while  in  other  cases  the  switching  service 
may  have  had  something  to  do  with  it.  The  beet  shipping  period 
during  each  year  is  shorty  covering  substantially  only  the  months 
of  October,  November  and  December.  During  this  poriod  the 
condition  about  the  factories  is  necessarily  quite  crowded,  and 
there  are  no  doubt  times  when  more  cars  are  received  than  can 
be  conveniently  handled. 

The  respondent  showed  that  the  average  gross  revenue  per 
car  of  beets  was  $17.29  at  Menomonee  Palls  and  from  $12.73 
to  $14.47  at  Janesville,  or  an  average  of  about  $16.10  for  both 
places.  With  an  average  detention  of  ten  days,  as  estimated  bv 
the  respondent,  the  average  earnings  per  day  would  amount  to 
about  $1.61.  But  as  shown,  their  estimates  of  this  detention 
exceeds  the  time  which  was  disclosed  by  the  actual  records  by 
about  three  and  one  half  days.  When  the  average  detention  of 
the  cars  is  thus  reduced  to  six  and  one  half  days,  it  is  found 
that  the  daily  earnings  averaged  about  $2.66  at  Menomonee 
Falls,  and  that  they  varied  from  $1.96  to  $2.23  at  Janesville, 
with  an  average  of  $2.48  when  both  places  are  included.  These 
earnings  compare  quite  favorably  with  the  average  daily  earn- 
ings per  car  for  the  systems  as  a  whole.  For  the  fiscal  year  of 
1905,  for  instance,  these  earnings  amounted  to  about  $2.38  on 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway,  and  to  about  $2.10 
on  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway.  While  the  beets  are 
transported  at  lower  than  average  rates,  the  loading  per  car  is 
over  eight  tons  greater  than  the  average,  while  the  detention  of 
the  cars  is  somewhat  less  than  the  average  for  the  roads.  The 
lower  rates  on  the  one  hand  are  thus  offset  by  heavier  loading 
and  quicker  service  on  the  other.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it 
would  hardly  seem  that  the  position  of  respondents,  with  re- 
spect to  the  earnings  per  car,  was  well  taJcen. 
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Beets  axe  moving  during  the  season  when  the  traffic  as  a 
whole  is  the  heaviest,  and  when  the  demand  for  cars  is  the  great- 
est and  when,  perhaps,  their  earning  capacity  also  is  tho  greatest. 
It  also  appears  that  some  of  the  Railway  Companies  in  this  case 
are  now  put  to  some  extra  expense  in  furnishing  flat  cars  wulh 
racks  for  the  purpose  of  being  placed  in  the  sugar  beet  service. 
Just  what  importance  should  be  attached  to  these  fact=?  in  this 
case  is  not  clear.  We  have  been  unable  to  discover  any  physi- 
cal factors  by  which  they  can  be  adequately  measured.  The 
extra  cost  of  the  racks,  however,  may  perhaps  be  mare  or  less 
fully  offset  by  the  fact  that  the  cars  to  which  they  are  applied 
are  kss  costly  to  construct  and  maintain  than  the  average  freight 
or  box  car. 

With  respect  to  the  station  service,  the  facts  presented  pur- 
porting to  show  that  the  cost  of  the  same  for  each  ton  of  beets 
shipped  into  Menomonee  Falls  amounted  to  about  9.32  cents, 
while  the  average  cost  of  this  service  for  the  enti»'e  system 
amounted  to  only  7.92  cents  per  ton  of  freight.  The  cost  for 
beets  was  thus  1.40  cents  per  ton  above  the  average.  While  the 
basis  upon  which  the  station  service  was  apportioned  between 
the  different  classes  of  traffic  does  not  seem  to  be  sound,  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  results  obtained  fairly  measure  the  difference  in 
the  amount  per  ton,  when,  in  each  case,  the  cost  is  divided  by 
the  tonnage.  Sugar  beets  are  mostly  shipped  from  the  smaller 
stations  where  the  traffic  is  extremely  lij^^ht.  It  is  quite  possi- 
ble that  when  the  agent's  salar>^  is  pro-rated  upon  the  tonnage 
that  the  amount  per  ton  will  be  relatively  high.  These  facts, 
how-ever,  do  not  seem  to  be  the  best  index  to  the  cost  of  handling 
tliis  traffic,  so  far  as  the  station  service  is  concerned.  The  beets 
are  not  handled  by  the  agent  at  either  end  of  tho  haul.  They 
are  both  loaded  and  unloaded  by  the  shippers.  J^ll  the  agents 
have  to  do  in  the  matter  is  to  bill  the  cars  at  the  shipping  station 
and  receive  the  way  bill  and  take  into  account  at  the  receiving 
station.  The  actual  cost  of  handling  an  entire  carload  of  beets  is, 
therefore,  less  than  the  cost  of  handling  a  hundred  pound  pack- 
age. For,  to  bill  this  paclcage,  and  to  take  the  way  biU  for  it 
into  the  accounts,  costs  just  as  much  as  for  a  carload  of  beets. 
Besides  this,  the  package  must  be  checked  in  and  out  and  hand- 
led through  the  warehouse  or  station  at  both  ends  of  the  haul; 
and  this  extra  labor  is  entirely  saved  in  the  case  of  beets.  The 
above  comparisons  a,re  based  upon  the  expenses  for  ihe  enUri^ 
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year.  It  was  argued  at  the  hearings  that  this  was  not  fair  in 
the  case  of  the  beet  traffic,  for  the  reason  that  since  they  were  all 
moved  during  a  specific  period  of  the  year,  which  was  v/ell  known 
and  understood  by  carriers,  and  did  not  as  a  rule  cause  any  in- 
crease in  the  station  expenses,  beets  should  be  charged  with  sta- 
tion service  for  only  that  period  during  which  they  were  moving, 
instead  of  for  the  entire  year.  Without  passing  upon  this,  it 
can  be  safely  said  that  there  is,  perhaps,  no  class  of  freight 
which  can  be  handled  at  the  station  with  any  less  actual  work 
on  the  part  of  the  station  employes  than  that  of  sugar  4>eets. 
In  view  of  these  facts  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  any  impor- 
tance should  be  attached  to  the  small  diflference  in  the  cost  of 
station  service  which  was  pointed  out  above,  and  which  was  ob- 
tained by  a  method  of  pro-rating  that  would  not,  perhaps,  bear 
a  closer  examination. 

In  connection  with  this  question  a  statement  was  a^so  pre- 
sented in  evidence  which  purports  to  show  the  total  coKt  of  th'i 
terminal  service  at  Menomonee  Falls.  The  terminal  service  in 
this  case  includes  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  the  switch  tracliS 
and  interest  on  the  cost  of  the  same,  the  entire  cost  for  the  switch 
engine  including  maintenance  and  interest  on  its  value  for  nine- 
ty-one days,  the  total  cost  of  the  station  service,  the  repairs  and 
interest  upon  the  cars  used,  based  upon  an  average  detention  of 
ten  days  and  on  a  value  of  $400  per  car. 

Some  of  the  items  in  this  statement  would  seem  to  be  open  to 
some  readjustment.  The  entire  cost  of  operating  the  switch 
engine,  for  instance,  seems  to  have  been  charged  to  the  terminal 
expenses,  while  it  appeared  from  the  testimony  that  a  part  of 
its  time  was  occupied  with  other  work  than  switching  a+  the  sta- 
tion. Then,  again,  the  cost  for  the  cars  is  based  upon  an  aver- 
age detention  of  ten  days,  when,  at  most,  it  should  not  have 
been  placed  above  seven  days.  It  also  appears  that  the  entire 
cost  of  the  station  service  was  included  without  any  allowance 
for  that  part  of  the  same  which  should  be  charged  to  the  passen- 
ger traffic.  If  two  of  these  items,  only,  namely,  the  cost  for 
the  cars  and  the  cost  for  the  station  service,  are  adjusted  to  the 
basis  suggested,  the  average  terminal  cost  per  car  at  Ih-'s  station 
will  be  reduced  from  $2.28,  as  given  in  statement,  to  about  $1.95. 

With  respect  to  the  cost  of  hauling  freight  on  the  various  di- 
visions of  the  road,  the  testimony  showed  in  substance,  that  the 
cost  of  repairs,  fuel  and  other  supplies  for  locomotives,  and  of 
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the  locomotive,  round  house  and  train  service  for  hauling  one 
hundred  tons  one  mile  was  considerably  greater  on  ilivisiona 
where  the  traflRc  is  comparatively  light  than  on  division*^  where 
it  is  heavy.     On  the  La  Crosse  and  the  Chicago  and  Milwaukee 
Divisions,  where  the  gross  weight  of  the  train  loads  average,  for 
instance,  about  thirteen  hundred  tons,  the  cost  stood  at  about  3.4 
cents  to  about  3.7  cents.     On  the  Northern  Division,  where  the 
train  loads  average  about  six  hundred  and  twenty  tons,  the  cost 
was  about  6.7  cents.    For  the  entire  system  the  av.?rage  was 
about  5.1  cents.     That  the  cost  per  unit  of  transportation  va- 
ries inversely  to  variations  in  the  density  of  the  traffic  is  too  well 
settled  for  discussion.     But  while  this  is  true  of  the  units  of 
transportation,  the  reverse  seems  to  be  true  of  the  unit  of  ser- 
vice.    When  the  above  expenses  were  converted  into  the  cost  per 
train  mile,  it  was  found  that  this  cost  amounted  to  not  Tar  from 
forty-eight  cents  on  the  Chicago  and  Milwaukee  division;   to 
over  forty-three  cents  on  the  La  Crosse  Division,  while  on  the 
Xorthem  Division  it  was  about  forty-one  cents.     Fuel  and  loco- 
motive supplies  seem  to  be  elements  of  expense  that  are  mostly 
affected  by  the  weight  of  the  trains. 

But  all  of  the  beets  are  not  moved  over  divisions  where  the 
ti'affic  density  is  lighter  and  the  cost  per  unit  of  transportation 
consequently  greater.     An  analysis  of  the  traffic,  with  this  end 
in  view,  for  the  road  in  question,  revealed  that  over  seventy  per 
cent  of  the  beets  originated  on  the  La  Crosse,  the  Chicago  and 
Milwaukee,  and  the  Prairie  du  Chien,  the  three  divisions  on 
which  the  through  traffic  was  said  to  be  the  greatest.     This  fact 
alone   would   seem   to  eliminate   this   part   of   the  contention 
from  further  consideration.     But  even   if  all  the   bw^ts  were 
moving,  say,  on  the  Northern  Division,  it  is  a  question  whether 
this  tact  would  have  boen  of  such  great  importance  .'i^?  the  rep- 
resentatives of  tlie  road  would  try  to  make  it  appear.  Tariffs  are 
not  made  by  divisions.    If  tLoy  were,  and  the  rates  in  then  were 
based  upon  the  cost,  it  would  inevitably  follow  that  Ih  •  higher 
rates  on  divisions  where  the  traffic  is  light  would  be  offset  by 
lower  rates  on  divisions  where  the  traffic  is  heavy,  d'^.d  in  the 
final  outcome  the  roads  would  be  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion as  if  the  rates  had  been  based  upon  the  average  cost  and 
traffic  for  all  the  divisions.     By  this  is  not  meant  that  there  are 
no  local  conditions  to  be  taken  into  account  in  fixing  rates,  but 
simply  this, — that  the  one  under  discussion  does  not  seem  to  ap- 
pljr  with  a  great  deal  of  force  to  points  at  issue  in  this  case. 


EepoJ^t  of  the  Bailboab  Commission.  203 

Beets  are  no  doubt  moving  largely  on  local  trains  which  have 
to  stop  and  handle  freight  at  most  of  the  stations  on  the  run. 
These  stops  require  time,  and  time  is  money.    A  run  of,  say,  one 
hundred  miles,  is  undoubtedly  more  costly  for  a  train  which  has 
to  stop  at  all  the  stations  than  for  one  that  can  run  through 
without  stops.     The  witnesses  who  testified  upon  this  point  gave 
it  as  their  opinion  that  it  costs  about  sixty  cents  to  start  and 
stop  an  ordinary  freight  train,  and  from  twenty  to  twenty-five 
cents  to  stop  and  start  a  locomoive  without  load.     Theso  opinions 
were  not  supported  by  any  facts  showing  that  they  were  based 
upon  actual  tests.     They  also  vary  considerably  from  the  opin- 
ions in  such  matter,  which  at  other  hearings  before  this  com- 
mission have  been  expressed  by  other  operating  ofEcials.     If 
the  cost  of  starting  and  stopping  a  train  is  as  great  as  dtated 
above,  then  it  would  certain-y  sscm  that  the  average  cost  per 
train  mile  would  be  considerably  greater  on  divisions  where 
little  but  local  or  way  freight  business  is  done  than  on  divisions 
where  the  through  haul  greatly  predominates.     But  this  does 
not  seem  to  be  the  case.     As  shown  already,  the  average  cost 
per  train  mile  was  only  about  forty-one  cents  on  the  Norlhcrn 
Division,  with  its  local  traffic,  while  it  was  from  forty-three  to 
forty-eight  cents  on  the  La  Crcsse  and  Chicago  and  Milwaukee 
Divisions,  where  the  throu'di  traffic  is  several  times  as  great  as 
the  local  traffic.     Again,  if  it  costs  from  twenty  to  twenty-five 
cents  to  stop  a  locomotive  without  a  load,  then  the  cost  of  oper- 
ating switch  engines  which  stop  and  start  again  every  few  min- 
utes is  certainly  much  out  of  proportion  to  the  cost  which  is  in- 
dicated by  figuring  through  the  vai  iaus  statistical  reports  which 
are  issued  by  the  railway  companies.     There  are,  perhaps,  rams 
where  the  cost  of  such  items  as  train  service  and  locomotive  ser- 
vice may  be  as  great  for  a  local  traiu  making  only  one  hundred 
miles  in  a  day  as  for  a  through  train  making  from  one  hundred 
and  fifty  to  two  hundred  miles  in  the  same  time.    But  in  such 
cases  the  greater  cost  for  the  local  trains  is  largely  offset  by  a 
smaller  cost  for  maintenance  and  repairs  and  other  items  which 
depend  upon  and  which  are  usually  held  to  vary  directly  with 
the  milage  made.    If  the  items  that  are  thus  affected  either  way 
balanced,  and  if  tlie  number  of  grains  and  the  loading  was  the 
same  in  both  cases,  the  cost  per  unit  of  transportation  would 
not  be  materially  affected     But  the  conditions  as  a  whole  are 
not  so  evenly  balanced.    When  all  the  factors  both  ways  are 
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summed  up  it  will  undaubtedly  be  found  that  the  local  trafl&o 
is  relatively  more  costly  than  the  through.  This  is  a  pHuation. 
however,  that  can  be  fairly  adjusted  through  a  proper  allotment 
of  the  movement  expenses.  In  some  cases  it  can  be  d»^ne  by  al- 
lowing three  times  as  much  in  the  way  of  movement  expenses 
for  the  local  haul  as  for  the  distance  beyond.  In  other  cases 
again  some  other  proportion  may  apply.  These  facts  also  are 
of  considerable  importance  in  this  case  and  should  receive  due 
consideration. 

From  the  facts  which  have  thus  been  examined,  the  respon- 
dent, by  whom  they  were  presented,  drew  the  conclusions  that 
in  the  case  of  sugar  beets  the  terminal  expenses  were  seventeen 
per  cent  higher  than  the  average  for  th3  system,  and  that  the 
movement  expenses  were  from  -eighteen  to  twenty-five  per  cent 
higher  than  this  average.  While  these  conclusions  do  not  seem 
to  be  sustained  by  the  facts,  it  may  throw  additional  light  upon 
the  situation  if  we  follow  his  suggestion,  and  apply  these  facts 
to  the  amount  which,  under  his  apportionment  of  the  expenses 
for  Wisconsin  as  between  the  passenger  and  freight  traflfic, 
should  be  charged  to  the  latter,  and  from  these  figures  compute 
the  cost  of  transporting  beets  for  the  various  distances.  For 
this  purpose  we  have  determined,  as  clossly  as  possible  from 
data  at  hand,  the  average  terminal  expense  and  the  average 
movement  expense,  for  an  average  loading  of  22  tons  to  the 
car.  We  have  then  added  17  per  cent  to  the  terminal  expenses 
and  so  adjusted  the  movement  expenses  as  to  allow  three  times 
as  much  for  the  local  haul,  or  for  the  first  one  hundred  miles, 
as  for  the  distance  beyond.  To  the  cost  of  the  freight  traffic 
has  been  added  the  Wisconsin  proportion  of  the  interest  on  the 
bonds  and  of  the  dividends  on  the  stock,  when  tho  latter  is  fig- 
ured at  six  per  cent.  On  this  basis  the  costs  per  ton  of  trans- 
portation  for  the  various  distances  would  be:  For  20  miles, 
26.37  cents;  for  30  miles,  37.55  cents;  for  50  miles.  48.73;  for  75 
miles,  62.70;  for  100  miles,  76.68  cents;  for  150  miles,  85.9S 
cents;  for  200  miles,  95.28  cents. 

Owing  to  the  greater  traffic  density  in  Wisconsin,  these  figures 
are  considerably  lower  than  tho^se  which  would  be  obtained  if 
the  same  methods  were  applied  to  the  traffic  statistics  for  the  en- 
tire system.  They  are  also  much  lower  than  the  tariff  on  sugar 
beets  now  in  effect;  the  differences  being  especially  noticeable 
for  the  shorter  and  for  the  longer  distances.    If  the  road's  ap- 
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portionment  of  the  expenses  is  even  approximately  correct,  then 
the  above  figures  ought  also  to  represent  quite  closely  what 
should  be  the  present  rates  en  a  low  grade  commodity  like  beets. 
We  are  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  these  rates  would  be  too 
low.  But,  if  aside  from  the  apportionment  between  the  two 
classes  of  traffic,  these  figures  are  built  up  on  correct  principles, 
then  they  should  be  a  fairly  correct  measure  of  the  relation 
which  rates  for  the  different  distances  ought  to  bear  to  each 
other;  and  would  also  indicate  that  the  pre6en4;  rates  on  beets 
are  not  very  well  adjusted. 

But  important  as  the  facts  which  have  thus  been  examined 
may  be,  they  are  not  the  only  ones  upon  which  we  may  base  our 
decision  in  this  case.  For  the  purpose  of  obtaining  more  def- 
inite information  concerning  both  the  units  of  transportation 
and  units  of  service  we  have  carefully  analyzed  the  operating 
expenses  of  the  roads.  We  have  endeavored  to  fairly  apportion 
these  expenses  between  the  different  classes  of  traffic  and  to  "find 
some  trustworthy  methods  upon  which  they  might  be  prop- 
erly separated  between  terminal  and  movement  expenses,  and 
also  by  which  both  the  terminal  and  the  movement  expenses  may 
be  equitably  adjusted  according  to  kind  and  volume  of  the  traf- 
fic. We  have  also  endeavored  to  ascertain  the  difference  in  tlia 
cost  between  the  local  and  through  traffic,  and  to  find  some  basis 
upon  which  the  movement  expenses  can  be  so  adjusted  that  each 
of  these  classes  of  traffic  is  adequately  provided  for.  We  fully 
realize  the  difficulties  involved  in  determining  these  facts.  The 
basic  data  relates  only  to  past  transactions  and  are  not  always 
satisfactory  in  other  respects.  The  results  obtained  show  only 
average  costs.  At  the  same  time  there  does  not  appear  to  be 
any  great  change  in  the  conditions  from  time  to  time,  or  in  the 
lelation  which  the  various  factors  involved  bear  to  each  other. 
Considering  everything,  the  results  we  have  obtained  cannot  be 
far  out  of  the  way,  and  in  view  of  this  fact  they  are  of  great 
assistance  in  determining  what  constitutes  a  fair  and  reasonable 
rate  even  in  specific  cases.  While  it  is  not  practicable  to  enter 
upon  a  more  detailed  discussion  of  these  figures  at  this  point  it 
can  be  said  that  they  indicate  quite  clearly  that  the  rates  com- 
plained of  in  this  case  are,  under  the  circumstances,  more  than 
fairly  remunerative  to  the  carriers.  They  further  show  that  the 
rates  which  are  enumerated  in  the  within  order  will  yield  the 
carriers  a  fair  profit  on  their  investment. 

In  view  of  the  facts  which  have  thus  been  examined  and  be- 


296  Kepoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 

cause  of  the  conclusions  to  which  they  have  led,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  rates  complained  of,  and  which  are  now  charged 
for  the  transportation  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp  in 
this  state,  are  too  hij^;]!,  and  these  rates  are  therefore  declared  to 
be  unreasonable  and  discriminatory,  and  it  is  our  judgment  and 
determination  that  they  should  be -substituted  by  rates  which  are 
just  and  reasonable. 

The  complaints  of  the  petitioners  would  also  seem  to  include 
the  present  joint  rates  on  sugar  beets,  or  those  rates  which  are 
charged  when  the  beets  are  transported  over  the  lines  in  this 
state  of  more  than  one  of  the  respondent  Railway  Companies. 
The  present  joint  rates  on  beets  seem  to  be  quite  generally  fixed 
at  about  ten  cents  per  ton  above  the  local  rates  for  a  like  dis- 
tance. No  testimony  was  oflFered  by  either  side  in  this  case  which 
threw  any  light  upon  the  question  whether  the  existing  differ- 
enoes  between  the  joint  and  local  rates  were  just  and  reasonable. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  rather  admitted  by  the  petitioner  that 
the  transfer  of  the  cars  from  the  lines  of  one  raiiway  company 
to  those  of  another  involved  an  extra  or  additional  service  and 
expense  on  the  part  of  the  carriers,  which  should  be  taken  into 
consideration  in  fixing  joint  rates.  In  view  of  these  facts,  and 
without  pasing  upon  the  absolute  reasonableness  of  the  existing 
differences  between  the  joint  and  local  rates,  it  is  our  opinion 
that  these  differences,  whatever  they  may  be,  should  not  be  dis- 
turbed at  this  time. 

The  rule  complained  of  with  respect  to  the  minimum  weight 
per  load  in  each  car  reads  as  follows:  '* Minimum  weight  10% 
less  than  the  marked  capacity  of  car,  but  not  less  than  30,000 
lbs.,  except  cars  loaded  to  their  bulk  capacity  will  be  charged  at 
actual  weight  if  not  less  than  30,000  lbs.''  It  appeared  from 
the  testimony  that  the  application  of  this  rule  often  results  in  a 
higher  charge  for  a  lesser  quantity.  For  instance,  an  80,000 
lbs.  car  if  loaded  to  its  visible  capacity  will  hold  about  50,000 
lbs.,  and  the  load  will  be  billed  and  charged  for  on  the  basis  of 
this  weight.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  should  for  some  reason 
happen  to  be  loaded  to  less  than  the  visible  capacity,  or  with 
only  40,000  lbs,,  then  the  minimum  weight  under  the  rule  will 
be  raised  to  72,000  lbs.,  and  the  charges  based  on  this  weight, 
theraby  causing  an  unjust  increase  in  the  charges  exacted. 
It  also  appeared  that  an  ordinary  box  car,  particularly  when 
without  grain  doors,  will  not  even  hold  30,000  lbs.  of  beete. 
These  facts  were  not  disputed  by  the  respondents,  but  it  was 
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shown  by  them  that  the  rule  was  not  enforced  except  by  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway,  and  that  the  remaining  railway  com- 
panies named  herein  based  their  charges  on  the  actual  weight, 
but  not  on  less  than  30,000  lbs.  Many  of  the  objections  whicli 
were  raised  against  the  application  of  the  above  rule  to  sugar 
beets  were  also  raised  against  their  application  to  sugar  beet 
pulp.  In  addition  to  this  the  beet  pulp  is  as  yet  little  more  than 
a  refuse  which  must  be  removed  in  some  way,  and  which  for  this 
reason  also  ought  to  be  exempt  from  any  rule  that  might  result 
in  the  imposition  of  an  extra  charge  in  the  transportation  of  the 
same.  It  therefore  appears  to  us  that  the  rule  in  question  is 
unreasonable  and  unjust,  and  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  another 
rule  should  be  put  into  effect  which  is  jusrt  and  reasonable. 

The  earnings  and  operating  expenses  as  reported  by  the  Illi- 
nois Central  Railroad  Company  for  that  part  of  its  lines  which 
are  operated  in  Wisconsin  indicate  that  so  far  as  this  Railroad 
Company  is  concerned  the  rates  on  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet 
pulp  complained  of  are  not  unreasonable.  Further,  the  lines 
of  this  company  are  so  located  that  it  does  not  carry  any  con- 
siderable proportion  of  any  other  part  of  the  traffic  either  into 
or  out  from  the  sugar  beet  factories  in  question.  For  these  rea- 
sons it  is  our  opinion  that  the  complaint  of  the  Rock  County 
Sugar  Company  insofar  as  it  relates  to  tho  Illinjis  Central  Rail- 
road Company  should  be  dismissed. 

It- is  therefore  ordered  : 

(1.)  That  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company,  the  Chicago.  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway 
Company,  and  the  Wisconsin  Central  ■  Railway  Company,  tho 
rates  named  in  paragraph  4  of  this  order  shall  be  hereafter 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet 
pulp  between  stations  on  their  lines  in  Wisconsin  and  Chippewa 
Falls,  Wisconsin. 

(2).  That  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  the  rates  named  in  paragraph  4  of  this  order  shall  be 
hereafter  charged  for  the  transportation  of  sfup:ar  beets  and 
sugar  beet  pulp  between  stations  on  its  line  in  Wisconsin  anH 
Menomonee  Falls,  Wisconsin. 

(3).  That  on  the  Chicajzo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  and  the  Chicago  &  North  Westeni  Railway  Company, 
the  rates  named  in  paragraph  4  of  this  order  shall  be,  hereafter 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet 
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pulp  between  stations  on  their  lines  in  Wisconsin  and  Janesvilie, 
Wisconsin. 

(4).  That  the  rates  ordered  to  be  hereafter  charged  in  para- 
graph 1,  2  and  3  of  this  order  shall  be  as  follows:  25  miles  and 
under,  $.40  per  ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  26  to  50  miles,  inclusive,  $.50 
per  ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  51  to  75  miles,  inclusive,  $.65  per  ton  of  2000 
lbs.,  76  to  100  miles,  inclusive  $.80  per  ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  101  to 
125  miles,  inclusive,  $.95  per  ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  126  to  150  miles, 
inclusive,  $1.10  per  ton  of  2000  lbs.;  151  to  175  mile^s,  inclusive, 
$1.20  per  ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  176  to  200  miles,  inclusive,  $1.30  per 
ton  of  2000  lbs. ;  201  to  225  miles,  inclusive,  $1.40  per  ton  of  2000 
lbs.;  226  to  250  miles,  inclusive,  $1.50  per  ton  of  2000  lbs.;  251  to 
275  miles,  inelusi\^,  $1.60  per  ton  of  2000  lbs.;  276  to  300  miles, 
inclusive,  $1.70  per  ton  of  2000  lbs. 

(5).  That  where  joint  rates  on  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet 
pulp  are  now  in  effect  on  each  of  the  said  railway  compa7.\ies  thr» 
joint  rates  which  shall  be  hereafter  charged  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  sugar  beets  and  sugar  beet  pulp  over  the  lines  of  more 
than  one  of  the  said  railway  companies  between  stations  on  their 
respective  lines  in  Wisconsin  and  Chippewa  Falls,  Menomonee 
Palls,  and  Janesvilie,  Wisconsin,  shall  not  be  more  than  ten 
cents  per  ton  greater  than  the  rates  which  are  named  in  para- 
graph 4  of  this  order; 

(6).  That  the  minimum  weight  of  a  load  of  sugar  beets  and 
sugar  beet  pulp  in  each  car  shall  not  be  more  than   30,000  pounds ; 

(7).  That  the  complaint  of  the  Rock  County  Sugar  Company 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  be 
dismissed. 

It  is  recommended  that  where  the  present  joint  rates  on  sugar 
beets  do  not  also  apply  to  sugar  beet  pulp  the  joint  rates  which 
are  named  in  paragraph  5  of  this  order  for  sugar  beets  when 
transported  between  the  stations  named  over  the  lines  of  more 
than  one  of  the  said  Railwa^^  Companies  shall  also  be  made  to  ap- 
ply on  i^igar  beet  pulp  when  the  same  is  transported  between 
the  same  stations  over  the  lines  of  more  than  one  of  the  said 
Railway  Companies. 

Dated  this  28th  day  of  November,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMillSSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halpord  Erickson, 

Commissioner& 
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No.  74. 

ROCK  COUNTY  SUGAR  COMPANY 

vs. 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE.  &  ST.  PAUL  RAHjWAY  COM- 
PANY, CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  AND  ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

M.  G.  Jeffris,  for  Petitioner. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co. 
S.  A.  L>T]de,  for  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co. 
Jones  &  Schubring,  for  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co. 

See  Number  72 


No.  75. 

VALVOLINE  OIL  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO    &    NORTHWESTERN    RAILWAY    COMPANY 

AND  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 

H.  L.  Potter,  for  Petitioner. 
No  appearance  for  Respondents. 

See  case  number  3 
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"tfo.  76. 

J.  B.  MC.  FAELAND 

vs. 

CHICAGO  &  NORTH-WESTERN  RAILWAY 

COMPANY.  • 

For  Petitioner,  H.  A.  Kading  and  G.  H.  Flood. 
i'ur  Ke^poadeiit,  R.  H.  Aishton,  General  Manager. 

Complaint  against,  a  carrier  for  refusal  to  stop  a  certain 
through  express  train  at  a  certain  village  station. 

Held,  that  while  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  from  which  the  com- 
plaint came  were  undoubtedly  suffering  certain  inconyenlence&r 
under  all  circumstances  in  the  case  i£  would  not  be  just  and 
reasonable  to  compel  the  Railway  Company  to  stop  the  train  in 
question  at  said  station.    Complaint  dismissed. 

The  petitioner  is  a  resident  of  the  village  of  Eden  and  makes 
the  petition  in  his  own  behalf  as  well  as  in  behalf  of  other  resi- 
dents of  the  village  of  Eden  and  of  the  surrounding  countrj\ 
The  petition  sets  forth  that  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwest- 
ern Ry.  between  Milwaukee  and  Fond  du  Lac  is  the  only  line  of 
railway  running  through  Eden  and  serving  that  village  and  ad- 
jacent territory;  and  that  the  Railway  Company  has  i?.i!ed  and 
is  now  failing  to  furnish  reasonable  and  adequate  facilities  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  villa?:e  and  territory  indicated. 

The  petition  further  alleges  that  the  population  of  the  vil- 
la<re  of  P^den  is  two  hundred,  which,  together  with  llio  popula- 
tion of  ^larblehead,  a  quarry  settlement  noar  Eden,  and  the  in- 
habitants of  the  thickly  settled  surrounding  farming  country, 
constit/iitcs  a  large  permanent  population  which  afforis  consid- 
erable passenger  traffic  throughout  the  year.  Many  persons 
travol  between  Eden  and  Fond  du  Lac,  but  there  is  no  train 
leaving  Fond  du  Lac  which  stops  at  Eden  later  than  forty-one 
minutes  past  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  arriving  at  Eden 
shortly  after  two  o'clock,  which  is  entirely  inadequate  for  the 
needs  of  the  population. 

There  is  also  C()nsid(»ral)le  traveling  between  Eden  and  Mil- 
waukee. Tender  the  present  sohedule  pci'sons  living  at  or  near 
Eden  must  take  the  train  wliich  passes  through  Eden  at  five 
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minutes  past  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  in  order  to  go  to  Mil- 
waukee or  take  some  other  train  earlier  in  the  day.  There  is  a 
train,  known  as  number  16,  which  leaves  Fond  du  Lac  at  about 
fifteen  minutes  after  five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  which  does  not 
now  stop  at  Eden  but  which  if  it  did  stop  there,  would  accom- 
modate the  passengers  who  desire  to  go  from  Fond  dii  Lac  to 
Eden  later  than  1:41  in  the  afternoon,  and  from  Eden  to  Mil- 
waukee later  than  2 :05  in  the  afternoon.  The  petitioner  prays 
that  the  Railroad  Commission  issue  an  order  compelling  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  to  stop  train  number 
16  at  Eden  for  taking  on  and  discharging  passengers  at  said 
station. 

The  answer  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company 
admits  that  there  are  quarries  near  Eden  at  which  a  number  of 
men  are  employed  but  denies  that  the  village  of  Eden  has  a 
population  of  over  two  hundred  inhabitants;  that  on  Ihe  con- 
trary^  the  last  census  shows  Eden  to  contain  but  one  hundred 
and  fifty  inhabitants  and  that  at  the  quarries  there  reside  about 
one  hundred  families.     The  Company  denies  that  the  passenger 
traffic  from  Eden  is  in  any  respect  greater  than  that  which  can 
ordinarily  be  expected  from  a  village  of  that  size,  and  that  dur- 
ing the  last  seven  or  eight  yeara  the  receipts  from  the  sale  of 
tickets  at  Eden  have  averaged  between  $2,000.00  and  $2,500.00 
per  year;  and  that  the  number  of  tickets  sold  to  Fond  du  Lac 
at  Eden  during  the  last  year  has  averaged  about  eight  per  day. 
The   Railway   Company   admits  the  correctness  of  the   train 
schedules  as  described  in  the  petition,  but  denies  that  the  con- 
venience of  the  public  requires  the  stopping  of  train  number 
16  either  to  let  off  passengers  from  Fond  du  Lac  or  to  take  on 
passengers  destined  to  Milwaukee.     The  present  train  schedule 
for  the   village  of   Eden  is  as   follows:    Leaving   time,   north- 
bound, 9:45  a.  m.,  3:33  p.  m.,  8:50  p.  m. ;  leavinp;  time,  south- 
bound, 7 :13  a.  m.,  11 :48  a.  m.,  2 :05  p.  m.  There  are  three  passen- 
ger trains  each  way  on  Sundays,  so  that  for  every  day  in  the 
week,  including  Sunday,  the  inhabitants  of  Eden  have  the  service 
of  three  trains  in  each  direction. 

The  answer  of  the  Railway  Company  further  maintains  that 
train  mimber  16  is  a  through  express  train  which  runs  from 
Lake  Superior  points  to  Chicago  in  competition  with  trains  over 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paiil  Railway,  having  a  shorter 
mileage,  and  that  it  would  be  a  great  injustice  to  compel  the  re- 
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spondent  company  to  stop  train  number  16  at  Eden  Tor  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  relatively  small  number  of  people  who  de- 
sire to  travel  over  the  five  or  six  miles  between  Fond  du  Lac  and 
Eden.  The  answer  asserts  that  the  village  of  Eden  is  r^ceivin;: 
its  full  quota  of  trains;  in  fact  far  more  than  would  be  war- 
ranted by  the  amount  of  traveling  from  the  said  villao^e. 

The  hearing  on  this  complaint  was  held  in  the  office  of  the 
Commission  on  October  9,  1906  The  petitioner  was  represented 
by  two  witnesses,  H.  A.  Kading  and  G.  H.  Flood ;  the  respond- 
ent was  represented  by  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager. 
After  the  hearing  the  secretary  of  the  Commission  visited  Eden 
and  Marblehead  where  the  quarries  are  located,  int'^rviewed 
citizens  of  the  village,  collected  information,  and  made  a  writ- 
ten report  to  the  Commission. 

The  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner  maintained  that 
Marblehead  had  a  population  of  about  throe  hundred  and  fifty 
people  and  that  it  was  only  about  one  and  one-fourth  miles,  and 
not  three  miles  distant  from  Eden.     They  claimed  that  the  three 
trains  each  way  daily  did  not  now  afford  the  inhabitants  of  the 
village  and  surrounding  country  adequate  service  on  'vcck  days, 
for  the  reason  that  the  morning  trains  going  north  come  so 
close  together  and  that  passengers  are  obliged  to  return   from 
Fond  du  Lac  before  two  o'clock,  giving  them  practically  only 
three  hours,  including  the  dinner  hour,  in  Fond  du  Lac.     Public 
offices  are  closed  from  twelve  until  two,  so  that  lor  the  purposes 
of  public  business  a  citizen  of  Eden  really  has  only  two  hours 
if  he  desires  to  travel  to  and  fro  on  a  train  of  the  respondent 
company.       The  witnesses  further  maintained  that  Eden  was 
just  as  important  as  many  other  stations  at  which  train  number 
16  made  stops;  for  instance,  Campbellsport,  Kewaskum,  Barton, 
West  Bend  and  Jackson.     Perhaps  West  Bend  should  be  ex- 
cepted.    This  claim  regarding  the  relative  amo*unt  of  business 
done  at  Eden  is  more  than  borne  out  by  the  statistics  of  the 
Railway  Company,  covering  transactions  at  this  station,  as  will 
be  seen  by  the  following  official  figures : 
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Station. 

Freight  Receipts. 

Tickets. 

Forwarded. 

Received. 

TotaL 

Rdon  (  nrODor) 

$6,700  40 
49,233  85 

$6,749  06 
14,205  55 

$2,466  06 

fri5,916  44 

Eden  (quarry 

63,439  40 

Station. 


Cnmpbellsport 

Kewu»kuiu 

JacktsoQ iforwarded  and  reed) 


Freight  Receipts. 


Forwarded.     Received 


$8,134  73 
14,700  41 


$8,932  53 

13,292  38 

8,101  00 


Tickets. 


$7,96t  73 
6,497  27 
8,605  00 


TotaL 


$25,029  01 
34,490  Oi 
11,706  00 


If  the  passenger  service  were  a  fixed  function  of  the  volume 
of  the  freight  traffic,  as  has  been  maintained  before  this  Com- 
mission in  a  different  case  involving  another  railway  company, 
Eden  and  Marblehead,  regarded  as  one  village,  would  be  entit- 
led to  more  consideration  with  respect  to  the  passenger  service 
than  man}'  of  the  towns  mentioned  by  the  witnesses  at  which 
train  number  16  now  stops.  Nor  can  there  be  any  question 
regarding  the  inconvenience  caused  to  persons  who  desiT^e  to  go 
from  Fond  du  Lac  to  Eden  later  in  the  afternoon,  or  lo  Milwau- 
kee from  Eden  at  that  time  of  day.  The  population  ^t  Marble- 
head  appears  to  be  well  settled  and  permanent,  the  testimony 
being  that  during  the  winter  months  the  inhabitants  number 
only  about  fifty  less  than  during  the  summer.  This  vvould  seem 
to  insure  a  fairly  steady  movement  of  passengers  to  an.l  from 
Eden  and  vicinity. 

However,  three  trains  daily  would  generally  be  reg*irded  as 
adequate  for  a  village  of  the  size  of  Eden  and  even  for  stations 
much  larger;  and  were  it  not  for  the  ** unhandy"  train  sched- 
ule between  Pond  du  Lac  and  Eden  it  is  probable  that  no  com- 
plaints would  be  made.  The  trains  appear  to  run  at  hours 
which  are  inconvenient  to  the  inhabitants.  The  crux  of  the 
question  at  issue  is  the  urgency  of  the  need  for  better  train 
service  at  Eden  as  compared  with  the  sacrifice  involved  on  the 
part  of  the  Railway  Company  in  stopping  train  number  16. 

Train  number  16  was  described  by  the  general  manager  as 
one  of  the  most  important  trains  operated  on  the  Northwestiem 
QTstem. 
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*'It  starts  at  Marquette,  Michigan,  traverses  the  upper 
peuinsula  of  Michigan,  traverses  the  entire  length  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  from  Marinette  where  it  enters  the  State 
to  Milwaukee  and  through  Racine  and  Kenosha  o:\  lu  Chi- 
cago. It  carries  more  passengers  than  any  train  that  we 
operate  through  the  State  of  Wisconsin  iu  this  territory/' 

This  train  serves  the  northern  peninsula  of  Michigan,  terri- 
tory adjacent  to  the  west  shore  of  Green  Bay,  the  Fox  River 
Valley,  the  country  south  of  Fond  du  Lac  to  Milwaukee  and 
Chicago.     In  making:  up  the  schedule  for  this  train  tho  company 
endeavored  to  con.sider  the  necessities  of  the  local  towns  along 
the  line  as  well  as  the  requirements  of  the  through  business. 
It  Avas  not  thought  that   train    number  16   was   a   necessity   at 
T'^.Jon  and  it  was  essential  that  time  should  be  saved  wherever 
possible.     Number  16  starts  out  on  a  schedule  of  praeticallj' 
thirty  miles  an  hour  for  a  distance  of  one  hundred  ind  seventy- 
six  miles  to  Green  Bay.     Between  Green  Bay  and  Fond  du  Lac 
the  speed  is  a  little  over  thirty-two  miles  an  hour;  and  between 
Fond  du  Lac  and  Milwaukee  it  is  tliirty-four  miles  an  hour,  in- 
cluding all  stops.     The   actual  running  time  is  much   faster. 
One  of  the  special  efforts  of  the  employes  along  the  line  is  to 
get  train  number  16  through  on  time.     This  train  carries  large 
quantities  of  express  matter  and  mail,  in  addition  Lo  baggage 
attendant  upon  the  passenger  business.     This  makes  it  one  of 
the  heaviest  trains  on  the  system.     The  contract  with  Um^  United 
States  Government  requires  good  time  and  certain  connections. 
If  number  16  is  thirty  or  more  minut-es  late  in  arriving  at  Mil- 
waukee a  special  train  is  made  up  at  that  place  and  run  to 
Chicago,  thus  necessitating  two  sections  of  train  number  16  be- 
tween Milwaukee  and  Chicago.     The  running  of  th'^^?  two  sec- 
tions involves  the  deadheading  of  from  one  to  three  cars,  the  en- 
gine and  the  engine  crew,  back   from   Chicago  to  Milwaukee. 
During  January,  1906,  train  number  16  was  run  in  two  sections 
from   Milwaukee  to   Chicago  seven  times.     During  February, 
eight  times;  during  March,  April,  May,  June,  July  and  August, 
once  each  month;  during  September,  twice;  during  October,  once; 
during  November,  up  to  the  20th,  twice.     These  figures  corrobo- 
rate the  testimony  regarding  the  difficulty  of  operating  train 
number  16  on  time. 

Feeling  that  the  people  of  Eden  should  if  possible  receive  ad- 
ditional .ac(  77Bmodations  in  the  form  of  train  service,  the  Com- 
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mission  considered  the  poissibility  of  having  a  freight  train 
carry  pasengers  between  Pond  du  Lac  and  Eden.  For  this  pur- 
pose train  number  284,  known  as  the  Peninsular  Division 
Freight  train,  suggested  itself;  but  on  looking  up  the  records 
of  this  train  we  found  it  to  be  entirely  impracticable,  for  the 
reason  that  it  seems  to  be  *  *  regularly  irregular, ' '  as  the  follow- 
ing record  of  leaving  at  Fond  du  Lac  will  show: 
Number  of   times   train   number   284  was   late 

thirty  minutes  or  less   158 

Number  of  times  train  number  284  was   late 

thirty    minutes  and    less  than  one    hour        83 
Number  of  times  train  number  284  was  late 

over  one  hour    62 

These  figures  afford  convincing  proof  of  the  impracticability 
of  attempting  to  utilize  the  Peninsular  Division  Freight  for  pas- 
senger service  between  Fond    du    Lac    and    Eden.    So    other 
freight  train  operated  at  present  appears  to  be  available.     This 
resolves  the  entire  question  finally  into  the  advisability  and  jus- 
tice of  compelling  the  Railway  Company  to  stop  train  number 
16  at  Eden.    Winter  is  at  hand  and  the  above  records  si  ow  that 
it  will  be  especially  difficult  to  attempt  to  stop  number  16  dur- 
ing the  next  few  months  without  deranging  the  schedule  and 
causing  hardships  to  the  company.     Under  all  the  circumstau- 
ces  in  the  case  it  \a  our  judgment  and  determination  that  the 
present  train  facilities  furnished  to  the  inhabitants  of  Eden  and 
the  surrounding  territory  are  fairly  adequate   for  the  winter 
m.onths;  and  that  if  the  Railway  Company  meanwhile  cannot 
discover  a  way  of  affording  accommodations  to  the  people  of  . 
Eden  later  in  the  afternoon  than  the  present  trains  after  April 
1,  1907,  this  Commission  will  entertain  a  petition  to  reconsider 
the  present  complaint  and  then  take  such  action  as  may  be  just 
and  reasonable. 

It    Is    Therefore    Ordered    that    this    complaint    be    and 
it  hereby  is  dismissed. 

Dated  this  24th  day  of  November,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
IBEalford  Erickson. 

(Jommissioners, 
20— E.  R, 
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No.  77. 

OSCEOLA  MILL  AND  ELEVATOR  COMPANY 

vs. 
MINNEAPOLIS,  ST.  PAUL  &  SAULT  STE.  MARIE  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Jas.  A.  Frear,  for  Petitioner. 
A.  H.  Bright,  for  Respondent. 

Complaint  against  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste. 
]\rarie  Railway  Company  alleging  inadequate  team  track  facil- 
ities at  the  village  of  Osceola. 

Held,  (1)  Thaft  the  team  track  faculties  afforded  by  the  abore  named 
Rai.way  Company  at  Osceola  Wis.,  ere  Inadequate  and  that  not 
less  than  six  hundred  feet  of  additional  team  track  available 
for  public  use  should  be  furnished. 
(2)  That  where  conditions  are  such  that  a  team  road  can  be  pro- 
vided on  the  outside  of  a  team  track  as  well  as  on  the  inside, 
and  at  substantial  y  the  same  expense,  such  road  should  be 
constructed  on  the  outside  of  such  team  track  rather  than  be- 
tween it  and  the  main  track,  so  as  to  lessen  the  liability  to 
accident. 

The  Osceola  Mill  and  Elevator  Company,  hereafter  called 
the  petitioner,  filed  with  the  Railroad  Commission  a  petition, 
setting  forth  that  it  was  the  owner  of  two  mills  in  the  village 
of  Osceola,  in  Polk  county,  Wisconsin,  and  that  it  desired  to 
build  a  spur  track  so  as  to  connect  said  mills  with  the  Minne- 
apolis, St.  Paul  &  Sault  St.  Marie  Railway,  hereinafter  called 
Railway  Company,  and  that  said  Railway  Company  refused 
t^'  permit  any  connection  to  be  made  between  its  railroad  and 
such  spur  track.  The  petitioner  prayed  for  an  order  requir- 
ing the  Railway  Company  to  permit  th*3  connection  to  be  made. 
The  Railway  Company  in  its  answer  alleged  that  the  point 
at  which  the  petitioner  desired  to  connect  its  spur  t^ack  with 
the  railroad  of  the  respondent  Railway  Company  was  outsido 
of  the  yard  limits  of  Osceola,  and  that  it  was  beyond  the  power 
or  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  or  any  other  body  'x)  compel 
the  "Rnilway  Company  to  make  the  connection.  A  hearing 
was  had  upon  the  issue  thus  made  up,  which  resulted  in  a  de- 
cision adverse  to  the  petitioner;  the  Commission  holding  that 

the  point  ^t  whicji  the  petitioner  desired  to  make  the  con^c* 
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tion  was  outside  of  the  yard  limits  or  station  grounds  at  Os- 
ceola, and  that  it  had  no  power  or  jurisdiction,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  make  the  order  prayed  for. 

It  appeared  at  the  hearing  that  the  station  grounds  of  the 
Railway  Company  were  very  much  congested  at  Osceola  and 
that  sufScient  side  track  room  was  not  afforded  in  order  to 
give  reasonable  and  adequate  service  to  the  patrons  of  tho 
railway  at  this  point;  and  the  petition  was  amended  on  the 
hearing  so  as  to  allege  that  the  facilities  afforded  the  public 
at  Osceola  were  inadequate.  The  Railway  Company  declined 
to  meet  the  issue  thus  raised  on  the  hearing,  on  the  original 
petition,  on  the  ground  that  it  had  no  notice  that  such  a 
question  was  to  be  injected  into  the  proceedings  and  tha^  it 
was  entitled  to  the  statutory  notice  before  being  obliged  to 
meet  the  issue  thus  raised.  The  petitioner  expressed  a  desire 
to  secure  a  decision  on  the  question  raised  in  the  original  peti- 
tion, and  also  requested  that  the  hearing  on  the  issue  raised 
by  the  amended  petition  be  postponed  so  as  to  give  the  Rail- 
way Company  sufficient  time  in  which  to  prepare  its  defense 
thereto. 

The  Commission  likewise  served  notice  on  the  Railway  Com- 
pany that  it  would,  on  its  own  motion,  investigate  the  matter 
of  the  alleged  inadequacy  of  the  service  furnished  to  the  pat- 
rons of  its  railway  station  at  Osceola.  The  question  raised  by 
the  amended  petition,  and  by  the  notice  of  investigation  by 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion,  was  set  for  hearing  on 
September  11,  at  which  time  and  place  the  petitioner  appeared 
by  its  attorney  James  A.  Frear  and  the  Railway  Company  ap- 
peared by  its  attorney  Alfred  H,  Bright.  Both  of  the  parties 
submitted  testimony  in  support  of  their  contentions. 

The  petitioner  appears  to  be,  by  all  edds,  the  largest  shipper 
at  Osceola,  handling  in  the  neighborhood  of  one  thousand  car- 
loads of  freight  per  year.  It  has  two  mills  and  an  elevator  at 
that  point  and  makes  it  its  principal  place  of  business.  It  also 
operates  a  large  number  of  other  elevators,  most  of  which  are 
located  on  the  line  of  the  said  Railway  Company.  It  has  no 
side  track  running  to  either  of  its  mills  and  is  obliged  to  haul 
the  grain  that  it  desires  to  manufacture  a  considerable  distance 
from  the  cars  upon  which  it  is  shipped  in  to  the  mills,  and  has 
to  haul  the  manufactured  product  a  like  distance  when  the 
same  is  being  shipped  out.    The  testimony  would  indicate  that 
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about  two-thirds  of  the  carload  business  at  Osceola  station  is 
done  by  the  petitioner.    M.  J.  O'Eeiily  appears  to  be  the  next 
largest  shipper,  handling  about  175  carloads  a  year  )l  lumber 
and  building  material.     The  proposed  side  track  which  the 
petitioner  desired  to  build  would    serve    the    petitioner   and 
Mr.    O'Reilly    and   would    relieve   the    congested    condition 
on  the  present  team  track.    With  the  proposed  spur  track 
in  operation  and  serving  the  two  largest  shippers,  tiie  team 
track  facilities  would,  in  all  probability,  be  ample  for  the 
wants  of  the  remaining  shippers  and  patrons  of  the  road  at 
Osceola.      The  testimony  shows  that  it  is  a  somewhat  difficult 
matter  to  get  reasonable  side  track  facilities  at  Osceola,  owing 
to  the  contour  of  the  country,  without  spending  a  considerable 
sum  of  money.    It  is  needless,  however,  to  go  into  a  discussion 
of  the  facts  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the 
present  facilities  afforded  to  shippers  and  patrons  of  the  Rail-, 
way  at  Osceola  are  adequate.    The  testimony  of  the  petitioner 
showed,  we  think,  very  clearly  that  they  were  inadequate,  ana 
the    representative   of    the   Railway    Company    admitted    that 
they  were  inadequate  and  that  something  should  be  done  to 
better  the  existing  conditions.  The  only  dispute  between  the  par- 
ties is  to  what  extent  conditions  should  be  improved,  or,  in 
other  words,  how  much  additional  room  should  be  provided 
that  would  be  available  at  Osceola  for  the  purpose  of  a  team 
track.     The  Railway  Company  at  the  hearing  suggested  two 
methods  by  which  existing  conditions  might  be  remedied,  and 
expressed  a  decided  preference  for  one  of  the  two,  presumably 
because  it  was  the  cheaper. 

The  present  team  track  in  use  at  Osceola  appears  to  be 
about  1320  feet  long  from  switch  to  switch.  It  is  located  south 
of  the  main  track,  and  the  clearance  betwc'3n  the  two  tracks 
at  the  widest  point  is  forty-seven  feet,  with  cars  standing  on 
fhe  tracks.  The  team  track  is  not  accessible  from  the  south 
side,  except  in  one  instance,  where  the  owner  of  a  warehouse 
located  on  the  side  track  has  built  a  platform  for  his  own  con- 
venience. The  remaining  portion  of  the  team  work  is  done 
between  the  two  tracks.  The  depot  building  is  located  on  the 
south  side  of  the  main  track,  and  between  the  main  track  and 
the  team  track.  Of  the  1,320  feet  of  team  traxjk,  somewhat  le^ss 
than  400  feet  is  available  for  loading  purposes  and  that  on  the 
ymde  of  the  track  only.    The  remainder  of  the  space  is  either 
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occupied  with  warehouses,  streets,  loading  platform,  or  other 
obstructions  that  make  it  unavailable.  One  plan  suggested 
by  the  Railway  Company  to  relieve  the  situation  was  to  build 
a  spur  track  extending  west  from  the  west  end  of  the  dep  t 
platform,  parallel  with  the  main  track  and  as  close  thereto  as 
practicable.  The  amount  of  additional  team  track  room  tc  be 
provided  by  the  building  of  this  proposed  track  would  be  from 
180  to  200  feet.  With  cars  on  the  proposed  spur  track  and  on 
the  present  team  track,  the  available  space  for  the  loading  and 
unloading  of  cars  and  the  passage  of  teams  would  be  aboui  31 
feet.  It  was  claimed  on  the  hearing  by  the  petitioner,  and,  we 
think,  with  justice,  that  the  building  of  this  particular  spur 
would  afford  no  relief  whatever,  as  the  room  between  the  tracks 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  permit  the  froe  ingress  and  egress  of 
teams.  It  appeared  at  the  hearing  that  considerable  produce 
was  hauled  in  by  farmers  and  loaded  directly  from  their 
wagons  on  the  cars.  During  the  busy  hours  of  the  day  the 
congestion  might  well  be  such  in  this  space  that  conditions 
would  be  better  as  they  now  are  than  with  this  side  track  in. 
The  handling  of  teams  unaccustomed  to  railway  trains  with- 
in a  space  of  this  kind  is  necessarily  attended  with  some 
clanger. 

Laying  aside  these  objections,  however,  we  are  convinced 
that  with  this  additional  piece  of  spur  track  the  facilities  at 
Osceola  would  be  wholly  inadequate  for  the  handling  of  the 
business  there.  The  railway  was  built  through  this  pomt 
about  nineteen  years  ago,  and  since  that  time  no  change  what- 
ever has  been  made  in  the  side  track  facilities.  For  many 
years,  no  doubt,  the  facilities  were  ample  for  the  business  of 
the  place.  During  the  first  years  that  the  road  was  built  two 
or  three  hundred  carloads  a  year  appear  to  be  the  maximum 
that  was  handled  at  Osceola  outside  of  the  less  than  carload 
lot  business.  The  carload  lot  business  at  the  presont  time 
amounts  to  about  fifteen  hundred  carloads  a  year,  and  the  lesR 
than  carload  lot  business  has  also  increased  very  greatly.  The 
wants  and  needs  of  the  station  have  very  largely  outgrown  the 
early  facilities  that  were  afforded,  and  which  were  ample  at 
the  time.  It  was  not  claimed  by  the  engineer  of  the  Railway 
Company  in  hLs  testimony  that  the  proposed  spur  track  which 
has  been  referred  to  was  anything  more  than  a  toniporary 
makeshift^  or  that  it  would  aflford  the  patrons  of  the  Railway 
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Company  the  I'licilities  to  which  they  were  entitled.  After  the 
testimony  was  taken  on  this  hearing  the  Commission  sent  its 
engineer  to  view  the  locus  in  quo  and  report  upon  the  desirabil- 
ity of  decreasing  the  space  between  the  present  team  track  and 
the  main  line,  and  also  to  report  upon  the  adequacy  of  th'i  re- 
lief tliat  would  be  furnished  in  consequence  of  the  building  of 
such  spur  track.  The  report  of  the  engineer  coincides  with 
the  impressions  which  the  Commission  gained  from  the  te.sti- 
mony  on  the  hearing:,  and  is  to  the  effect  that  the  spur  traxjk 
proposed  would  furnish  very  little,  if  any,  relief,  and  that  it 
might  be  a  positive  disadvantage.  Ilis  report  also  ^oinciues 
with  the  opinion  of  tho  Commission,  that  if  the  full  200  feet 
were  available  for  team  track  purpo£»?s  the  facilities  would 
still  be  inadequato  and  not  such  as  the  people  of  Osceola  ar« 
entitled  to,  considering  the  amount  of  business  transacted  at 
that  station. 

In  the  opinion  of  tlie  Commission  the  Railway  Company 
should  furnish  at  least  600  feet  of  additional  team  track  for  the 
convenience  of  shippers  at  Osceola  and  should  rendei  that 
amount  of  additional  side  track,  when  built,  available  to 
shippers  by  constructing  the  necessary  roads  along  its  right 
of  wa}*"  to  enable  shippers  to  use  such  additional  team  track. 

The  second  scheme  proposed  by  the  Railway  Company,  but 
objected  to  by  it  on  account  of  the  expense,  practically  con- 
templated the  extension  of  the  present  side  track  in  a  westerly 
direction  a  sufficient  distance  to  furnish  the  additional  room 
needed,  and  the  building  of  a  highway  so  as  to  make  such  ad- 
ditional track  when  built  accessible  to  the  public.  Admittedly 
the  additional  room  can  be  furnished.  So  long  as  it  is  Par- 
nished,  and  is  made  accessible  to  the  patrons  of  the  road,  the 
Commission  is  not  disposed  to  pr^^scribe  where  or  how  the  -lil- 
ditional  room  shall  be  furnished.  What  the  Commission  holds 
in  the  present  instance  is  that  the  plan  of  building  a  spur 
track  from  the  west  end  of  the  depot  platform  will  not  furnish 
adequate  facilities,  and  that  the  Railway  Company  should 
furnish  at  least  600  feet  more  than  it  is  furnishing  at  the  pres- 
ent time,  in  order  to  render  the  facilities  adequate,  and  that 
this  team  track  must  be  made  available  to  the  ^-atrons  of  the 
road  by  the  building  of  a  wagon  road  where  necessary  in  order 
to  allow  teams  to  load  and*  unload  cars  on  such  additional 
track. 
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We  are  satisfied  that  the  side  track  extension  can  be  built 
in  close  proximity  to  the  main  line  and  the  team  road  pro- 
vided on  the  south  side  of  such  extension,  instead  of  bel«yeen 
the  two  tracks,  and  that  the  construction  of  such  side  track 
in  such  manner  will  not  entail  any  more  expense  upon  the 
Railway  Company  than  if  the  same  were  built  and  arranged 
so  that  the  loading  and  unloading  should  take  place  between 
the  spur  and  the  main  track  instead  of  on  the  south  aide  of 
the  spur  track.  We  believe  that  where  accommodations  of 
this  kind  can  be  furnished  without  any  additional  expense, 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  public  policy  to  require  the  accommoda- 
tion to  be  furnished  in  such  a  way  that  the  liablity  to  acci- 
dents will  be  lessened,  and,  while  we  do  not  decide  how  close 
the  proposed  spur  track  shall  approach  the  main  track,  we  do 
decide  that  it  is  feasible  to  have  the  road  or  highway  on  the 
outside  instead  of  on  the  inside  of  such  spur  track,  and  that  it 
should  be  so  built. 

We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  expense  of  the 
proposed  side  track  extension  will  be  considerable,  but  neither 
cpn  we  ignore  the  fact  that  the  shippers  at  Osceola  for  years 
have  been  handicapped  by  insufficient  accommodations  to  a 
greater  extent  than  those  at  any  other  point  of  equal  import- 
ance that  we  know  of.  If  the  item  of  expense  were  considered 
an  important  factor  by  the  Railway  Company  it  was  within 
its  power  to  relieve  the  situation  without  the  expenditure  of 
a  dollar. 

It  is  therefore  determined  that  the  service  in  the  way  of 
team  track  facilities  now  furnished  to  the  patrons  of  the  re- 
spondent Railway  Company  at  Osceola  are  inadequate,  and  that 
said  Railway  Company  should  furnish  at  least  six  hundred 
feet  of  additional  and  available  team  track  accommodations  at 
said  point,  in  order  to  make  the  service  thereat  reasonably 
adequate  to  the  demands  of  the  public,  and, 

It  Is  Ordered  that  the  respondent,  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul 
&  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company  proceed  to  erect,  con- 
struct, furnish  and  maintain  not  less  than  six  hundred  feel  of 
additional  side  track  room  for  use  by  the  patrons  of  said 
road  at  Osceola  station  for  a  team  track,  and  for  such  other  law- 
ful and  legitimate  purposes  as  the  public  and  the  patrons  of 
said  road  at  said  point  may  need  to  use  such  side  track  for  in  the 
transaction  of  their  business,  the  location  of  such  track  to  be 
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determined  by  said  RailMay  Compaiiy,  subject  to  the  condi- 
tion that  the  same  must  be  erected  at  a  point  that  will  be 
reasonably  convenient  for  the  public  desiring  to  use  the  same. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  that  said  Railway  Company  furnish 
a  suitable  road  over  and  along  its  right  of  way  leading  to  and 
adjacent  to  said  track,  so  that  the  same  will  be  available  to 
loaded  teams  engaged  in  work  of  delivering  freight  to  jarg 
along  such  side  track  and  in  hauling  freight  therefrom,  suuh 
road  to  connect  with  the  present  highway  passing  under  the 
respondent's  railway  about  350  feet  east  of  the  east  switch  at 
said  station. 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  that  said  road  be  furnished  along  the 
outside  of  such  side  track  and  not  between  the  same  and  the 
main  track  of  said  road  and  that  it  be  built  at  such  a  grade 
that  cars  can  be  conveniently  loaded  from  vehicles  on  said 
road. 

A  period  of  ninety  days  will  be  considered  a  reasonable 
time  within  which  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  this  order. 

Dated  this  4th  day  of  October,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 

Comrmssioners. 


No.  78. 
IN  THE  MATTER  OF  MIXED  CARLOADS. 
This  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 


No.  79. 

UNDERWOOD  VENEER  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO    &    NORTHWESTERN    RAILWAY    COMPANY. 

Kreuezer,  Bird  &  Rosenberry  appearing  for  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde  appearing  for  Respondent. 

The  above  entitled  matter  involves  the  question  of  freight 
rate  s  on  veneer  logs,  from  Lenox  and  other  points  on  the  Cran- 


Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  313 

don  line  of  tho  respondent  Company  to  Wausau.  A  copy  of 
the  complaint  was  served  on  the  respondent  Company,  but  be- 
fore it  was  heard  the  respondent  Company  granted  the  de- 
mands of  the  petitioner  and  the  petition  was  withdrawn. 


.     No.  80. 
P.  A.  KRUEGER 

vs. 

WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Kelley  &  Wyseman  appearing  for  Petitioner. 
Thomas  H.  Gill  appearing  for  Respondent. 

On  October  4,  the  petitioner  filed  a  complaint  in  the  afcove 
entitled  matter,  alleging  that  the  station  facilities  afforded  tie 
the  inhabitants  of  th*3  village  of  Quarry,  in  Manitowoc  county, 
Wisconsin,  are  inadequate  to  the  necessities  of  the  inhabitiuts 
of  that  place,  and  askjci  ilic  Commission  for  relief.  The  matter 
came  on  for  hearing  on  October  30,  at  which  time  both  parties 
to  the  controversy  appeared  and  presented  testimony  and  argu- 
ments.   The  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 


No.  81 
CHRIST  GROSSMA>^ 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL 

RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
H.  E.  Andrews,  for  Petitioner 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  Respondent. 

Application  to  Establish  a  Station  at  Lewiston. 

Heldy  (1)  That  a  station  should  be  established  at  some  reasonably  con- 
venient point  as  nearly  midway  as  practicable  between  Kilbourn 
and  Portage. 
(2)  That  owing  to  the  danger'  of  operating  trains  if  a  station  with 
side  track  facilities  wefe  established  at  Lewiston  one  would  not 
be  ordered  at  that  point  provided  a  station  were  established  at 
some  other  convenient  point. 

The  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  proceeding  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  October  6,  1Q06.       A  hearing  was  ordered 
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thereon  and  a  considerable  amount  of  testimony  was  offered 
by  the  petitioner  and  respondent  in  support  of  their  respec- 
tive claims.  The  complaint  in  the  above  proceeding  is  prac- 
tically identical  with  the  complaint  of  Edward  Quildner  against 
the  above  named  Railway  Company,  which  was  heard  by  the 
Commission  and  in  which  a  decision  was  rendered  under  date 
of  June  27,  1906.  A  restatement  of  the  issues  raised  by  the 
petition  and  answer  in  this  proceeding  would  serve  no  useful 
purpose  and  reference,  for  a  statement  of  the  facts,  is  made 
to  the  decision  in  the  Ouildncr  case.  The  principal  fact  al- 
lej4ed  in  this  proceeding  that  Avas  not  set  up  in  the  Guildner 
case  was  to  the  effect  that  the  station  facilities  furnished  at 
Cheney  were  totally  inadequate  to  the  wants  and  demands  of 
the  people  living  in  the  vicinity  of  Cheney  and  Lewiston. 

On  the  hearing  in  this  proceeding  H.  E.  Andrews  appeared 
as  attorney  for  the  petitioner,  Christ  Grossman,  and  William 
Ellis  appeared  in  behalf  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

The  testimony  submitted  in  the  two  cases  was  of  the  same  gen- 
eral character.  On  the  last  hearing  the  petitioner  went  into 
more  detail  in  reference  to  the  quantity  of  freight  that  was 
produced  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Lewiston  and  that  would 
be  shipped  from  that  point  if  a  station  were  established  thereat 
The  country  adjacent  to  licwiston  and  Cheney  is  well  settled 
particularly  to  the  north  of  the  railroad,  and  the  amoiuit 
of  freight  that  would  be  furnished  for  shipment  perhaps  would 
not  vary  materially  from  that  furnished  by  the  ordinary  farm- 
ing commiunity  where  a  like  area  would  be  drawn  from.  The 
testimony  showed  that  perhaps  more  than  the  average  amount 
of  potatoes  was  grown  in  the  vicinity  of  Cheney  and  Lewiston. 
On  the  hearing  in  the  present  case  the  petitioner  presented 
facts  tending  to  show  quite  conclusively  that  the  present  station 
facilities  at  Cheney  were  very  crude  and  were  inadequate  to  the 
demands  of  the  public. 

The  Commission  was  impressed  on  the  hearing  with  the  fact 
that  adequate  station  facilities  should  be  furnished  by  the  Rail- 
way Company  at  some  reasonably  convenient  point  upon  its  road 
between  Portage  and  Kilboum.  The  distance  is  given  as  being 
eighteen  miles  and  no  regular  station  is  maintained  at  ^ny  inter- 
mediate point  between  the  two  places  named.  It  almost  goes 
without  saying  that  the  railroad  passing  through  an  old  settled 
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and  well  developed  country  should  maintain  some  intermedi- 
ate station  at  which  an  agent  should  be  employed  and  at  which 
freight  and  passengers  could  be  handled  in  the  usual  and  cus- 
tomary way.  It  was  practically  admitted  by  the  respondent 
railway  company  on  the  bearing  that  adequate  facilities  were 
not  now  furnished  and  that  a  station  building  should  be  erected 
and  a  station  agent  maintained  to  take  care  of  the  wants  of  the 
patrons  of  the  road  at  Cheney. 

The  petitioner  admitted  upon  the  hearing  that  the  convenience 
of  the  public  at  the  present  time  did  not  require  that  more  than 
one  regular  station  should  bo  established  between  the  points  in 
question.  He  did  claim,  however,  that  such  station  should  be  es- 
tablished at  Lewiston  rather  than  at  Cheney.  The  reasons  ad- 
vanced in  srupport  of  this  contention  were  that  Lewiston  was 
practically  midway  between  Portajje  and  Kilboum;  that  there 
were  good  highways  leading  to  Lewiston;  that  the  convenience 
of  a  greater  number  of  people  would  be  served  by  m<\intaining 
a  station  at  Lewiston  than  at  Chenev  and  that  it  was  undesirable 
that  a  station  should  be  maintained  at  Cheney  for  the  reason 
that  the  only  road  that  was  accessible  for  use  was  a  bad  one  at 
best  and  was  liable  to  be  overflowed  and  become  impassible  in 
times  of  high  water.  In  addition  to  this  it  was  shown  that  no 
regularly  laid  out  jyublic  highway  led  to  Cheney  station.  All  of 
these  contentions  in  favor  of  the  establishment  of  a  station  at 
Lewiston  are  undoubtedly  true. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Railway  Company  urges  now,  as  it  did 
before,  serious  objections  to  the  establishment  of  a  regular  sta- 
tion at  Lewiston.  There  is  only  a  comparatively  short  piece  of 
straight  track  on  either  side  of  whore  the  station  would  be  estab- 
lished. The  curves  on  either  side  are  very  considerable  and  the 
view  on  one  side  at  least  is  very  much  obscured  by  a  cut.  The 
railroad  is  double  tracked  between  Kilboum  and  Portage  and  the 
block  system  has  been  installed  and  i?f  being  operated  on  this 
portion  of  the  road.  It  appeared  in  the  testimony  that  eighteen 
freight  trains  and  five  passenger  trains  passed  over  the  ^oad  each 
way  every  twenty-four  hours.  Some  of  the  passenger  trains  are 
the  heaviest  and  fastest  trains  on  the  road  and  the  same  may  be 
said  of  the  freijrht  trains.  At  Cheney  at  the  present  time  an 
operator  is  kept  for  the  block  system,  and  passing  tracks  are  also 
maintained  and  somo  buildings  have  been  constructed  by  the 
company  at  this  point.     It  appeared  in  the  testimony  in  the 
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Guildner  case  that  the  expense  of  removing  the  improvements 
that  are  now  at  Cheney  to  Lewiston  would  amount  to  eight  or 
nine  thousand  dollars,  and  while  no  testimony  to  that  effect 
was  offered  on  the  present  hearing  it  was  admitted  in  ihc  argu- 
ment that  the  expense  of  making  the  change  would  be  consider- 
able. The  reason  given  by  the  Railway  Company  for  removing 
this  station  from  Lewiston  to  Cheney  was  on  account  of  the  dan- 
ger of  maintaining  a  station  and  passing  tracks  on  a  com.para- 
tively  short  piece  of  straight  tra<jk  such  as  is  found  at  Lnviston. 
It  was  stated  that  the  change  was  made  in  the  interest  of  safety 
in  operation  and  that  the  inconvetiience  of  operation  at  Lewis- 
ton  would  be  very  great. 

The  officials  of  the  Railway  Company  offered  upon  the  hearing 
to  deliver  free  of  charge  at  Lewiston,  or  any  other  convenient 
point  that  might  be  designated,  a  sufficient  quantity  of  cinders 
to  fill  up  the  road  between  Cheney  and  Lewiston  and  also  to 
provide  free  ingress  and  egress  to  Cheney  station  and  to  erect 
a  station  building  at  that  point  and  maintain  an  agent  thereat, 
so  that  freight  might  be  regularly  billed  from  such  station  and 
dolivered  therefrom  in  the  usual  and  customary  way  where  sta- 
tions are  maintained. 

The  witnesses  in  behalf  of  the  Railway  Company  were  appar- 
ently very  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the  dangers  thr^.t  would 
result  from  the  transfer  of  the  station  facilities  from  Cheney  to 
Lewiston  were  actual  and  not  imaginary.  Apparently,  there 
was  no  consideration  except  the  one  of  safety  that  led  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  station  from  Lewiston  in  the  first  instance.  We 
are  not  disposed  to  do  anything  that  will  unreasonably  add  to 
the  hazards  of  railway  operation.  While  tlio  inconvenience  of 
the  farmers  living  in  the  vicinity  of  Lewiston  may  be  consider- 
able because  of  the  extra  two  miles  they  will  have  to  liaul  their 
produce  to  Choney,  and  because  of  the  expense  the  town  may  be 
put  to  in  the  way  of  making  a  good  road,  still  this  consideration 
does  not  appeal  to  us  as  being  as  important  as  that  of  safe- 
guarding as  far  as  possible  the  lives  of  passengers  and  Irainmen. 
We  have  considered  this  case  without  any  reforence  \o  the  for- 
mer hearing  or  former  decision  and  have  reached  the  conclusion 
on  the  fncts  presented  that  we  would  not  be  justified  in  order- 
ing a  station  to  be  es!ablished  at  Lewis|)n  under  all  th^  circum- 
stances. 

We  express  the  view,  however,  that  a  suitable  station  building 
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should  be  put  up  at  some  reasonably  convenient  point  somewhere 
nearly  midway  between  Kilboum  and  Portage;  that  an  agent 
should  be  maintained  thereat ;  that  adequate  side  track  and  team 
track  facilities  should  be  furnished;  that  the  side  track,  team 
track,  and  depot  buildings  should  be  made  accessible  to  those 
desiring  to  transact  business  with  the  railway  company,  and  that 
some  means  should  be  provided  by  which  parties  desiring  to 
reach  the  railway  can  do  so  over  some  road  that  is  open  to  the 
general  public.     If  the  facilities  in  question  can  be  furnished  at 
Cheney  we  think  the  people  living  in  the  vicinity  of  that  station, 
and  in  the  vicinity  of  Lewiston,  will  be  reasonably  well  accom- 
modated for  the  present  at  least.     If  they  cannot  be  furinshed 
at  Cheney,  then  they  should,  in  our  judgment,  be  furnished  at 
some  other  convenient  point,  and  if  they  are  not  furnished  with- 
in a  reasonable  time  this  Commisvsion  will  entertain  an  applica- 
tion for  the  establishment  of  a  station  as  herein  indic/ned.    We 
apprehend,  however,  from  the  statements  made  by  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Railway  Company  that  the  requisite  facilities  will 
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be  furnished  at  Choney  within  a  reasonable  length  of  time.  We 
would  also  suggest  that  a  suitable  platform  be  erected  at  Lewis- 
ton  for  the  accommodation  of  shippers  of  milk  and  cream. 

For  the  present,  the  relief  asked  for  in  the  complaint,  which 
is  the  establishment  of  a  regular  station  at  Lewiston,  with  side 
track  facilities  and  an  agent,  will  be  denied  and  the  complaint 
dismissed. 

Dated  this  31st  day  of  November,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN, 

By  John  Barnes, 
B.  H.  Meyer, 
Halford  Erickson, 
Commissioners. 


No.  82. 
C.  SCHECKLER 

vs. 

CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

The  petition  in  the  above  entitled  matter  was  filed  on  Sep- 
tember 27.     The    petitioner  alleges  that   he  is  a  grower   and 
shipper  of  IloUaiul  and  domosti"  cabba<ro,  r  .siciin"  near  the 
station  of    Borryvillo,    Racine    county,  Wisconsin,    and    com- 
plains  that   the  respondent  coinpfiny  maintains   no  exclusive 
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team  track  at  said  station;  that  the  track  which  shippers  are 
compelled  to  use  is  used  by  said  company  as  a  passing  track, 
that  cars  placed  thereon  are  frequently  moved  ani  no:  i?- 
turned  for  considerable  periods  of  timre;  that  train  crews  n^- 
lect  and  refuse  to  place  and  spot  cars  at  points  where  they 
can  be  reached  by  persons  desiring  to  load  them. 

That  the  respondent  company  does  not  furnish  sufficient 
cars  for  the  needs  of  the  business  of  the  shippers  at  the  station, 
and  that  it  wall  not  furnish  petitioner  cars  to  load  to  points  off 
the  lines  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway. 

A  copy  of  the  complaint  and  notice  of  investigation  was 
served  upon  the  respondent  company  on  September  28.  On 
October  9,  the  Commisison  received  a  letter  from  the  petitioner 
withdrawing  his  complaint. 


No.  83. 

CHARLES  GILLETT 

vs. 
MILWAUKEE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  &  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

AND 
MILWAUKEE  HEAT,  LIGHT  &  TRACTION  COMPANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 

C.  M.  Rosencrantz,  for  Respondent 

Miller,  Mack  &  Fairchild,  of  Counsel. 

Petition  was  filed  in  the  above  entitled  matter  alleging  that 
the  rates  of  charge  made  for  the  transportation  of  persons  be- 
tween Milwaukee  and  Wauwatosa  are  excessive  and  that  tho 
service  between  said  places  is  inadequate.  The  respondent  com- 
panies have  filed  answers  and  the  matter  will  come  on  for  hear- 
ing on  January  8,  1906. 
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No.  84 

GBBENLBAF  STONE  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO,   MILWAUKEE   &  ST.  PAITL   RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Ellis,  Merrill  &  Silverwood,  for  Petitioner. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  Kesrpondent. 

The  petitioner  complained  that  it  was  in  the  business  of 
quarrying  ^d  crushing  stone  and  shipping  crushed  stone  to 
points  en  the  lines  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way, and  that  the  respondent  company  had  neglected  and  re- 
fused to  furnish  it  with  cars  sufficient  to  Qarry  on  its  business. 
The  matter  was  set  for  hearing  on  October  30,  1906.  On  that 
date  the  parties  appeared  and  filed  a  stipulation  dismissing  the 
complaint,  subject  to  its  being  placed  on  the  calendar  of  the 
Commission  on  five  days  notice  by  the  petitioner  to  the  responvi 
ent 


No.  85. 

GREENLEAF  STONE  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE   &  ST.  PAUL   RAILWAY   COM- 
PANY. 

Ellis,  Merrill  &  Silverwood,  for  Petitioner. 
William  Ellis,  for  Respondent. 

The  petitioner  in  the  above  entitled  matter  complained  that 
the  rates  charged  by  the  respondent  company  for  transport- 
ing stone  from  Greenleaf  to  certain  points  on  the  line  of  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  are  exorbitant,  ex- 
cessive and  unreasonable  and  so  high  as  to  prevent  the  peti- 
tioner from  selling  its  stone  at  the  said  points.  The  ma  Iter 
was  set  for  hearing  on  October  30.  On  that  date  the  jnirtie  • 
appeared  and  entered  into  a  stipi;lation  withdrawing  an4  dis- 
missing the  complaint 
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No.  86. 
THOS.  B.  FARMER 

vs. 
DULUTU,  SOUTH  SHORE  &  ATLANTIC  RAHiWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
A.  B.  Eldredge,  for  Respondent 

The  petitioner  in  the  above  entitled  matter  complains  that 
the  respondent  Railway  Company  operates  a  passenger  train 
arriving  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Michigan,  at  5:30  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  passing  Marengo  Junction,  on  the  line  of  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Company  and  the  said  Duluth,  South 
Shore  &  Atlantic  Railway  Company,  at  an  early  hour  in  the 
morning;  that  the  said  train  does  not  stop  at  Marengo  Tunc 
tion,  compelling  persons  who  desire  to  go  to  points  north  and 
south  on  the  line  of  the  said  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  to  take 
another  train  on  the  said  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 
Railway  where  the  connection  is  less  satisfactory,  or  else  com- 
pelling them  to  travel  by  some  other  route  to  their  destination. 
The  matter  is  set  for  hearing  Decembr  11,  1906. 


No.  87, 


IN  RE  INVESTIGATION  BY  THE  COM^HSSION,  ON  ITS 
OWN  MOTION,  OF  THE  RATES  CHARGED  ON 
WASTE  LUMBER  PRODUCTS. 

Thos.  H.  Gill,  for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company. 

S.  A.  Lynde.  for  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company. 

Wm,  EUig,  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Thos.  Wilson,  for  Chicago,  St  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 
Railway  Company. 

The  above  entitled  matter  grew  out  of  the  complaint  jf 
Commission  on  September  18.  (See  case  No.  61)  The  investi- 
gation is  on  a  qeustioo  as  to  whether  or  not  the  present  clas5» 
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ification  and  present  rates  charged  by  railways  in  Wiscon- 
sin for  transporting  short  pieces  of  boards  or  lumber  varying 
in  length  from  twelve  inches  to  forty-seven  inches,  sometimes 
referred  to  as  pine  cuttings  or  pine  clippings,  are  reasonable, 
and  whether  or  not  changes  should  be  made  in  the  present 
classification  or  rates,  or  both,  so  as  to  reduce  the  present  rate 
of  charge  now  made  for  the  transportation  of  such  material. 
A  hearing  was  ordered  in  the  said  matter  on  the  30th  day  of 
October,  1906,  at  which  time  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 
Company,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company, 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago, 
St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company,  appeared  by 
their  attorneys.  After  the  said  hearing  tho  matter  was  taken 
under  consideration.    It  is  still  pending. 


Fo.  88. 
W.  H.  ANDREA 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  BAILWAT  COM- 
PANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  Respondent. 

On  October  18,  petition  was  filed  complaining  that  the  pas- 
senger train  service  of  respondent  Company  afforded  oy  the 
present  schedule  between  Milwaukee  and  Corliss  is  inadequate 
and  insuflScient  for  the  needs  of  persons  traveling  between  said 
points.    The  matter  is  set  for  hearing  on  December  11,  1906. 


No.  89. 
H.  P.  BRADLEY 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
William  EUia,  for  Respondent 

Petition  was  filed  on  October  27,  1906,  complaining  chat  the 
respondent  Company  discriminates  in  the  rates  on  merchdudise 

21— R.  R. 
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in  carload  lots  from  Milwaukee  to  Wauwatosa^  in  that  it 
charges  a  rate  of  forty  cents  per  ton  or  more  for  such  semc«t 
while  a  switching  rate  of  $5.00  per  car  for  transporting  mer- 
chandise from  Milwaukee  to  West  AUis  and  North  Avc.ia« 
station  is  charged,  and  that  the  rate  charged  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Wauwatosa  is  discriminatory.  The  matter  has  been  set  for 
hearing  on  December  11,  1906. 


No.  90. 


IN  RE  WISCONSIN  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
CHARGE  ON  CONSTRUCTION  MATERIAL  FOR  MAN- 
UFACTURING PLANTS. 

Thos.  H.  Gill,  far  W.  C.  Ry.  Co. 

C.  "E.  Vroman,  for  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co. 

Rights  of  carriers  to  make  reduced  rates  not  open  to  the  gen- 
eral public  on  machinery  and  material  used  in  the  construction 
of  manufacturing  plants. 

The  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company  issued  a  circular  setting 
forth  that  in  accordance  with  Its  uniform  practice,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  the  upbuilding  of  manufacturing  plants 
along  its  line,  it  would  haul  the  machinery  and  material  used  in 
the  construction  of  such  plants  at  one  half  the  regular  rate 
charged  for  carrying  such  freight.  On  an  application  to  the  Rail- 
road Commission  for  a  construction  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905, 
in  so  far  as  said  act  might  affect  the  legality  of  the  rule  in  ques- 
tion. 

Held,  (1)  That  under  section  6  of  the  act  referred  to,  provided  that 
nothing  therein  contained  should  be  "construed  to  prevent  con- 
centration, commodity,  transit  and  other  special  contract  rates, 
but  all  such  rates  shall  be  open  to  all  shippers  for  a  like  kind  of 
traffic  under  similar  circumstances  and  conditions."  the  carriers 
might  make  commodity  rates  for  the  shipment  of  the  building 
material  and  machinery  in  question  and  ship  the  same  there 
under. 
(2)  That  a  lower  rate  might  legally  be  made  to  the  manufacturer  on 
such  commodities  than  to  a  dealer  therein,  tne  conditions  and 
circumstances  undier  which  the  two  kinds  of  shipments  are  made 
being  dissimilar. 

Under  date  of  August  28,  1905,  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Railway  Company  filed  with  this  Commission  a  letter,  the  ma-, 
terial  portion  of  which  reads  as  follows : 

^'To  permit  the  industrial  advancement  of  the  State 
this  company  will  transport  construction  material  and  ma- 
chinery to  bo  employed  in  the  erection  and  first  operation  of 
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factories  built  at  points  located  on  its  line  within  the  State 
of  Wisconsin  at  fifty  per  cent  of  the  regular  tariff  rate  on 
such  material  and  machinery.  The  articles  to  be  billed  and 
collected  for  on  the  basis  of  the  full  tariff  rate,  and  a  refund 
of  fifty  per  cent  of  the  charges  made,  npon  presc^utation  and 
surrender  of  the  original  paid  freight  bills  accompanied  by  a 
certificate  from  the  agent  at  the  point  where  the  material 
was  used. 

"This  .has  been  the  practice  for  years  but  we  have  nevev 
published  any  tariff  in  regard  to  it,  nor  do  we  do  so  now,  ex- 
cept in  80  far  as  this  advice  to  you  may  be  so  construed." 

Pursuant  to  such  letter,  as  we  are  advised,  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Kailway  Company  has  hauled  construction  material 
i\nd  machinery  for  manufacturing  plants  at  one  half  the  regu- 
lar tariff  rates. 

The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  called 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  to  the  fact  that  the  ^Visconsiu 
Central  Railway  Company  was  in  fact  moving  machinery  and 
building  material  under  the  above  letter  and  that  such  action 
was  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of 
1905.  The  St.  Paul  Company  took  the  position  that  it  did  not 
desire  to  lose  traffic  obeying  the  law  while  a  competing  carrier 
was  securing  the  traffic  by  reason  of  its  unlawful  acts,  and 
asked  that  the  Commission  take  appropriate  action  to  prevent 
the  discrimination  that  was  being  practiced. 

The  Commission  reguested  the  representatives  of  the  rail- 
way companies  to  appear  and  argue  the  question  in  difference 
between  them,  and  pursuant  thereto  Mr.  Thos.  H.  Gill  appeared 

for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  and  Mr.  Chas. 
E.  Vroman  for  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company. 

The  provisions  of  the  statute  were  discussed  at  some  length. 
The  attorney  for  the  Wisconsin  Central  Company  expressed 
himself  as  being  very  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  his  company 
had  a  perfect  right  under  the  law  to  make  and  follow  the  rule 
in  question.  The  attorney  for  the  St.  Paul  Company  was  just 
as  clear  that  the  action  of  the  Central  Company  was  discrim- 
inatory and  unlawful  and  came  in  conflict  with  the  express 
terms  of  the  statute.  Ever  since  the  argument  the  Commis- 
3ion  has  been  very  much  in  doubt  on  the  question  raised  and 
h^  not  as  yet  that  confidence  in  its  conclusions  that  the  attor- 
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neys  had  in  theirs.  Pending  a  decision  by  the  Commission  on 
the  question  the  St.  Paul  and  North  Western  Companies  have 
filed  tariffs  which  meet  the  Wisconsin  Central  rate.  The  ques- 
tion raised,  as  well  as  the  legality  of  the  tariffs  filed,  is  before 
the  Commission  for  decision.  If  the  tariffs  in  question  are 
found  to  be  discriminatory  and  unlawful  it  is  our  duty  to  see 
that  they  are  withd^a^vn.  Indeed,  the  companies  have  ex- 
pressed  their  entire  willingness  to  abide  by  whatever  ruling  the 
Commission  makes. 

Sec.  12  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1906,  provides  that  on  com- 
plaint to  the  Commission  that  any  rates  are  unreasonable  or 
"im justly  discriminatory"  notice  is  to  be  given  to  the  carrier 
and  if  such  rates  are  not  changed  by  the  carrier  a  hearing  is  to 
be  ordered.  The  section  further  provides  that  the  Commission 
may  on  its  own  motion  investigate  any  rate  that  it  believes  to  be 
unreasonable  or  "unjustly  discriminatory." 

Sec.  14  provides  that  when  the  Commission  finds  any  exist- 
ing rate  to  be  unreasonable  or  "unjustly  discriminatory"  it 
shall  substitute  therefor  a  reasonable  rate. 
Sec.  22  defines  discrimination  as  follows : 

"If  any  railroad  .  .  .  shall  .  .  .  demand, 
collect  or  receive  from  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  a 
greater  or  less  compensation  for  any  service  rendered  or  to 
be  rendered  by  it  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  prop- 
erty, or  for  any  service  in  connection  therewith,  than  that 
prescribed  in  the  published  tariffs  then  in  force,  or  estab- 
lished as  provided  herein,  or  than  it  charges,  demands,  col- 
lects or  receives  from  any  other  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
for  a  like  and  contemporaneous  service,  such  railroad  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  unjust  discrimination,  which  is  hereby 
prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful." 
Sec.  6  provides: 

"Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  concen 
tration,  commodity,  transit  and  other  special  contract  rates, 
but  all  such  rates  shall  be  open  to  all  shippers  for  a  like  kind 
of  traflSc  under  similar  circumstances  and  conditions,  and 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  as  to  the  print- 
ing and  filing  of  the  same." 

We  first  naturally  turn  for  judicial  aid  to  the  construction 
placed  by  the  courts  on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Section 
2  of  that  law,  like  section  22  of  our  own,  defines  "unjust  dis- 
crimination."    Our  act  forbids  the  carrier  charging  one  ship- 


Repobt  of  the  Raileoad  Commission.  325 

per  more  than  another  "for  a  like  and  contemporaneous  serv- 
ice." The  Federal  statute  forbids  the  carrier  charging  one 
shipper  more  than  another  for  "a  like  and  contemporaneous 
service  in  the  transportation  of  a  like  kind  of  traffic  under  sub- 
siantially  similar  circumstances  and  conditions/* 

We  are  convinced  that  if  the  reduced  rate  can  be  made  it 
must  be  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Wisconsin  law. 
Section  22  prohibits  a  railroad  company  from  charging  one 
shipper  more  than  another  for  "a  like  and  contemporaneous 
service."  If  a  carrier  ships  two  carloads  of  brick  in  the  same 
train  from  Milwaukee  to  Oshkosh,  one  consigned  to  a  dealer  in 
brick,  an  dthe  other  to  a  party  erecting  a  maunf  acturing  plant,  it 

would  be  preposterous  to  say  iiiat  the  service  in  the  two  cases 
was  not  "like  and  contemporaneous."  It  follows  |that  the 
same  charge  should  be  made  each  shipper,  unless  there  is  some 
other  provision  of  the  law  which  renders  section  22  inapplica- 
ble. Such  provision,  if  there  is  any,  is  found  in  section  6 
hereinbefore  quoted.  It  permits  the  making  of  concentration, 
commodity,  transit  and  other  special  contract  rates,  but  all 
such  lates  must  be  open  to  all  shippers  of  a  like  kind  of  traffic 
''under  similar  circumstances  and  conditions/* 

Most  of  the  material  and  machinery  used  in  the  construction 
of  manufacturing  plants  is  shipped  on  commodity  tariffs  and 
all  might  be.  The  qu^tion  is,  can  one  rate  be  made  for  the 
builder  of  the  factory  and  another  for  the  dealer  in  the  same 
kind  of  material,  where  the  service  performed  is  the  same  in 
each  case?  The  answer  to  the  query  depends  upon  the  con- 
struction which  should  be  placed  on  the  words  "under  similar 
circume>tances  and  conditions."  Is  there  anything  so  dissimi- 
lar between  a  shipment  of  a  carload  of  brick  to  a  person  en- 
gaged in  the  construction  of  a  manufacturing  plant  and  one  en 
gaged  in  building  a  store  as  would  admit  of  one  shipper  being 
charged  half  what  the  other  pays  ? 

Such  rates  as  the  Wisconsin  carriers  may  make  under  sec- 
tion 6  of  our  law  should  be  governed  by  the  same  legal  prin- 
ciples that  are  applied  to  section  2  of  the  Federal  act.  Each 
statute  provides  that  the  same  charge  must  be  made  for  a  like 
and  contemporaneous  service  performed  under  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions. 

In  a  case  that  was  not  reviewed  by  the  courts  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  has  held  that  a  lower  rate  could  not 
lawfully  be  made  imder  section  2  of  the  Federal  law  on  coal 
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used  in  generating  steam  than  that  made  on  coal  intended  for 
ordinary  fuel  consumption.  In  re  Charges  on  Coal  by  L.  &  N. 
Ry.  Co.,  5  I.  C.  C.  K.  466. 

The  analogy  between  this  decision  and  the  question  under 
consideration  is  close.  The  practice  condemned  was  discon- 
tinued before  the  decision  and  there  is  no  discussion  of  the 
point  that  is  of  any  aid  to  us. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  also  had  before  it  for 
consideration  the  question  of  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to 
make  a  charge  for  the  transportation  of  logs  and  when  the 
lumber  was  shipped  from  the  log  so  transported  to  allow  on  the 
shipment  of  tlie  lumber  a  reduction  from  what  the  rate  would 
otherwise  be  on  account  of  rates  charged  for  the  transportation 
of  the  logs  in  the  first  instance.  It  was  claimed  that  such  a 
practice  was  discriminatory  within  the  meaning  of  section  2  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  The  Commission  after  discuss- 
ing the  universality  of  the  practice  complained  of  and  of  the 
money  investments  that  were  made  on  the  strength  of  such 
practice  held  that  the  shipinent  of  the  log  from  the  forest  to  the 
mill  and  of  the  manufactured  product  from  the  mill  to  the 
market  might  be  considered  and  treated  as  a  single  service  and 
that  a  lower  rate  might  be  made  than  the  sum  of  the  log  and 
lumber  rates  in  force,  treating  each  shipment  as  being  separate 
and  distinct  from  the  other.     The  Commission  said: 

"What  we  hold  is  that  the  shipment  of  the  log  to  the  mill 
and  the  lumber  from  the  mill  may,  under  the  circumstances 
of  this  case,  be  treated  as  in  the  nature  of  a  through  shipment . 
from  the  point  where  the  log  is  received  to  the  point  where 
the  lumber  is  finally  delivered,  and  that  the  carrier  may  make 
such  allowance  toward  the  cost  of  moving  the  log  as  would  be 
fairly  involved  in  moving  the  lumber  from  that  point,  and 
that  it  may  do  this  by  joint  agreement  with  the  carrier  bring- 
ing the  log  to  the  mill,*  provided  that  carrier  is  a  common 
carrier  by  rail." 

Central  Yellow  Pine  Assn.  vs,  V.  8.  &  P.  B.  Co.,  10  L 
C.  C.  R,  193,  214,  215. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  also  had  before 
it  the  practice  that  prevailed  on  certain  Southern  roads  of 
allowing  cotton  to  be  shipped  to  certain  concentrating  points 
for  the  purpose  of  grading  and  compressing,  the  local  rate  be- 
ing paid  to  the  concentration  point  in  the  first  instance,  and 
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when  the  shipment  was  made  from  that  point  a  through  rate 
being  put  in  force  covering  the  charge  that  would  have  been 
made  if  the  cotton  had  been  originally  shipped  from  the  point 
of  origin  to  the  point  of  final  destination,  the  shipper  being 
allowed  'a  credit  of  the  amount  paid  locally  to  the  concentration 
point  on  the  final  shipment.  The  Commission  held  that  the 
practice  was  not  illegal  or  discriminatory  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  In  re  Unlawful  Rates  and 
Practices  in  Transportation  by  the  Kansas  City,  Memphis  (& 

Birmingham  R.  R,  Co,,  8  I.  C.  C.  E.,  121. 

The  alleged  discrimination  in  the  matter  of  cotton  rates  was 
also  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  Alabama  under  a  statute  of 

that  state  preventing  discriminations  and  it  was  held  by  that 
court  that  the  practice  referred  to  was  not  discriminatory  so 
long  as  all  parties  desiring  to  make  shipments  thereunder  were 
treated  alike.  The  court  said  that  the  practice  did  not  grant 
undue  preference  or  advantage  to  one  person  and  did  not  im- 
pose an  unreasonable  disadvantage  on  another;  that  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  the  same  charge  was  made  where  the  service  was  like 
and  contemporaneous  and  therefore  there  was  no  discrimina- 
tion. 

Laurel  Cotton  Mills  vs.  Gulf  &  Ship  Island  R.  R.  Co., 
37  Southern  137. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  held  ^hat 
through  and  local  service  were  performed  under  dissdmilar  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  so  that  a  higher  charge  could  be 
made  for  the  local  than  for  the  through  service. 

Union  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  vs.  United  States,  117  U.  S.  355. 

So  too  it  has  been  held  that  water  competition  created  dis- 
similar circumstances  and  conditions  that  justified  a  lower  rate 
of  charge  between  the  competitive  than  between  the  intermedi- 
ate points.  In  the  Import  Rate  case  it  appeared  that  the  pro- 
portion of  the  through  rate  received  by  the  railway  companies 
transporting  goods  from  Atlantic  and  Gulf  ports  to  Califor- 
nia points,  that  were  shipped  from  Europe,  were  much  lower 

than  the  rates  charged  on  the  same  articles,  where  the  ship- 
ments originated  in  the  seaport  towns.  For  instance,  the  rate 
on  boots  and  shoes  shipped  from  Liverpool  to  San  Francisco 
by  way  of  New  Orleans  was  $1.07  per  100  pounds,  of  which 
amount  the  rail  carrier  from  K'ew  Orleans  to  destination  ab- 
sorbed 80  cents,  while  the  rate  charged  on  a  shipment  of  boots 
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and  slices  originating  in  New  Orleans  and  destined  for  the 
same  point  was  $3.70  per  100  pounds.  This  difierence  was 
justified  by  the  railway  carrier  on  the  ground  that  it  was  nec- 
essary to  meet  water  competition  and  had  to  be  made  or  else 
traffic  would  be  lost.  The  Supreme  Court  overruled  the  de- 
cision of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  holding  ad- 
versely to  the  railway  companies,  (4  I.  C.  C.  R.  447)  and 
also  that  of  the  Circuit  Court  and  held  that  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  two  classes  of  shipments  were  made  were  dis- 
simil.nr. 

Texas  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  vs.  Interstate  Commerce  Comr 
musion,  162  TJ.  S.,  197. 

In  the  Import  Rate  case,  above  cited,  the  court  uses  this  lan- 
guage: 

"Even  in  construing  the  terms  of  a  statute,  courts  must 
take  notice  of  the  history  of  legislation,  and  out  of  the  differ- 
ent possible  constructions,  select  and  apply  the  one  that  best 
comports  "with  the  genius  of  our  institutions  and,  therefore, 
most  likely  to  have  been  the  construction  intended  by  the  law- 
making power.  Commerce  in  its  largest  sense,  must  be 
deenved  to  be  one  of  the  most  important  subjects  of  lo::;lsla- 
tion,  and  an  intention  to  promote  and  facilitate  it,  and  not  to 
hamper  or  destroy  it,  is  naturally  to  be  attributed  to  Con- 
gress."    162  IT.  S.,  218,  219. 

Speaking  of  the  purposes  and  objects  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  in  the  Social  Circle  case,  the  court  said : 

"Subject  to  the  two  leading  prohibitions  that  their  charges 
shall  not  be  unjust  or  unreasonable,  and  that  they  shall  not 
unjustly  discriminate,  so  as  to  give  undue  preference  or  dis- 
advantage to  persons  or  traffic  similarly  circumstanced,  tlie 
act  to  regulate  commerce  leaves  common  carriers  as  they  were 
at  the  common  law,  free  tx)  make  special  contracts  looking  to 
the  increase  of  their  business,  to  classify  their  traffic,  to  ad- 
just and  apportion  their  rates  so  as  to  meet  the  necessities  of 
commerce,  and  generally  to  manage  their  important  interests 
upon  the  same  principles  which  are  regarded  as  sound,  and 
adr)pied  in  other  trades  and  pursuits." 

Cin.,  N.  0.  &  T.  P.  By.  Co.  vs.  Int.  Com.  Com.,  1G2  U. 
S.,  184,  197. 

The  nbove  quotation,  which  is  really  language  used  by  Judge 
Jackson  in  the  Circuit  Court  in  the  case  of  the  Intcrstaie  Com- 
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merce  Commission  vs.  Baltimore  &  Ohio  B,  B.  Co.,  43  Fed. 
Rep.,  37.  is  again  cited  with  approval  in  the  opinion  in  the  case 
of  the  Southern  Pacific  Bailway  Co.  vs.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  200  U.  S.,  536,  644. 

The  Party  Bate  case  arose  out  of  a  practice  resumed  by  the 
Baltimore  &  Ohio  E.  R.  Co.  of  selling  tickets  to  a  party  of  ten 
or  more  at  a  less  price  than  was  charged  to  a  single  passenger. 
A  cojnpeting  carrier  instituted  proceedings  against  the  Balti- 
more &  Ohio  Company  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  latter  company  from 
continuing  the  practice  of  selling  such  reduced  rate  tickets. 
The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  decided  that  the  action 
of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Company  amoimted  to  a  dis- 
crimination and  was  unlawful.  It  was  said  that  the  practice 
of  carrying  two  passengers  between  the  same  points  and  on  the 
same  train,  charging  one  more  for  the  service  than  the  other  was 
clearly  a  discrimination  and  that  the  circimistances  and  condi- 
tions under  which  the  parties  were  traveling  were  identical. 

The  railway  company  refused  to  comply  with  the  order  of 
the  Commission  and  an  action  was  brought  in  the  United 
States  Court  to  compel  obedience  thereto.  The*  case  was  car 
ried  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  for  final  de- 
cision and  that  court  held  that  the  circumstances  and  conditions 
under  which  the  two  passengers  traveled  were  so  dissimilar  as 
to  admit  of  the  carrier  selling  a  reduced  rate  ticket  to  one  and 
not  to  the  other.     The  court  said : 

'*In  order  to  constitute  an  unjust  discrimination  under 
section  2,  the  carrier  must  charge  or  receive  directly  from 
one  person  a  greater  or  less  compensation  than  from  another, 
or  must  accomplish  the  same  thing  indirectly  by  special  rate, 
rebate  or  other  device ;  but  in  either  case  it  must  be  for  a 
like  kind  of  traffic,  under  substantially,  similar  circumstances 

like  kind  of  traffic,  under  substantially  similar  circumstances 
and  coaditions.'  To  bring  the  present  case  within  the  words 
of  this  section,  we  must  assume  that  the  transportation  of  ten 
persons  on  a  single  ticket  is  substantially  identical  with  the 
transportation  of  one,  and,  in  view  of  the  universally  accept 
ed  fact  that  a  man  may  buy,  contract,  or  manufacture  on  a 
large  scale  cheaper  proportionately  than  upon  a  small  scale, 
this  is  impossible." 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission  vs.  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
B.  B.  Co.,  145  U.  S.,  263. 
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It  should  be  remarked  in  reference  to  this  case,  however,  thai 
there  is  some  language  in  the  decision  which  tends  to  limit  its 
application  to  the  carriage  of  passengers. 

In  Ihe  cases  arising  under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  iu 
construing  the  meaning  of  the  phrase  "similar  circumstances 
and  conditions,'^  the  railroads  justified  their  position  on  the 
ground  that  competitive  conditions  compelled  them  to  act  as 
they  did  or  lose  the  traffic.  If  a  reduced  rate  on  material  for 
a  manufacturing  plant  can  be  justified  it  must  be  on  other 
grounds  than  competitive  traffic  conditions.  The  reduced  rate 
is  given  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  the  construction  of 
manufacturing  plants  that  will  produce  traffic  for  the  railroads 
directly  and  perhaps  indirectly  also.  From  an  economic  point 
of  view  the  development  of  manufacturing  is  important  to  the 
State  and  should  be  encouraged.  The  purchaser  of  building 
material  and  machinery  for  a  factory  does  not  come  in  compe- 
tition with  the  local  dealer  in  such  articles,  unless  it  can  be  said 
that  th3  dealer  might- be  able  to  sell  the  factory  man  if  he  were 
placed  on  even  terms  in  the  matter  of  rates.  We  apprehend, 
however,  that  ordinarily  the  builder  of  a  manufacturing  plant 
can  buy  his  construction  material  as  cheaply  as  the  local  dealer 
can.  The  dealer,  however,  may  well  claim  that  it  is  a  discrimi 
nation  against  him  to  charge  him  more  for  a  service  than  some- 
one else  is  charged  for  like  service,  although  the  discrimination 
in  fact  works  no  injustice.  In  all  probability  it  was  entirely 
foreign  to  the  intention  of  the  legislature  to  prevent  carrier© 
from  encouraging  manufacturing  industries  in  the  manner  in- 
dicated, but  if  the  language  of  the  act  is  clear  the  intent  must 
be  read  therefrom  according  to  the  general  rules  of  statutory 
construction. 

Tli(i  nearest  case  in  point  on  the  question  under  consideration 
decided  bv  a  court  that  we  have  been  able  to  find  arose  in  Penn- 
sylvania.  The  legislature  of  that  state  pased  a  law  prohibit- 
ing any  undue  or  unreasonable  discrimination  by  any  common 
carrier  in  charges  for  transportation  of  freight  within  that 
state  or  coming  from  or  going  to  any  other  state.  The  act  also 
providi'd  that  no  railroad  company  should  charge,  demand  or 
receive  from  any  person  or  corporation  for  the  transportation 
of  proj^erty,  or  for  any  service  in  connection  therewith,  a  greater 
sum  llian  it  charged  or  received  from  any  other  person,  com- 
pany or  corporation  for  a  like  service  from  the  same  place  upon 
like  conditions  and  under  similar  circumstances.     The  act  fur- 
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ther  prohibited  any  coiiipany  from  making  any  undue  or  un 
reasonable  discrimination  betAvcen  individuals,  either  in  regard 
to  the  matter  of  rates  or  charge  or  facilities  furnished  for  trans- 
portation. 

A  company  intending  to  engage  in  the  manufacture  of  wire 
nails  made  a  contract  with  the  Pensylvania  Railroad  Company, 
by  which  it  agreed,  in  consideration  of  t^ie  establishment  of  the 
factory,  to  haul  coal  at  thirty  cents  per  ton,  provided  the  amount 
consumed  was  not  less  than  twenty  tons  a  day,  and  provided 
further,  that  a  certain   specified  amount  of  outgoing  freight 

should  be  shipped  from  the  plant.  A  large  manufacturing 
plant  was  built  and  a  town  grew  up  around  it,  and  in  time  coal 
dealers  established  themselves  in  business  at  the  village.  The 
manufacturing  company  sold  some  coal  to  its  employes  but  did 
not  engage  in  the  business  of  selling  coal  generally.  The  rate 
charged  to  the  dealers  in  coal  in  the  village  was  very  much  in 
excess  of  the  contract  rate  made  with  the  manufacturing  com-^ 
pany,  and  the  dealers  claimed  that  the  act  of  the  railroad 
company  in  charging  them  a  higher  freight  rate  than  was 
charged  to  the  manufacturing  company  amounted  to  a  discrim- 
ination. The  dealers  paid  the  excessive  charge  under  protest 
and  commenced  an  action  to  recover  the  same  back.  The  de 
cision  in  the  case  involved  principally  the  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  dealers  were  being  discriminated  against  and  whether 
or  not  the  shipments  to  the  manufacturing  company  and  to  the 
dealers  were  made  "upon  like  conditions  and  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances."    The  court  said: 

"The  plaintiffs  w^ere  dealers  in  coal  merely  while  the  nail 
company  was  a  manufacturer  of  fabrics,  and  itself  con- 
sumed the  coal  it  received.  They  were  therefore  not  com- 
petitors in  the  same  business,  and  the  lower  rate  to  the  manu- 
facturer would  not,  under  the  contract,  effect  the  business  of 

the  plaintiffs  injuriously The  business  of  the 

plaintiffs  paid  but  one  freight  to  the  defendant  while  the 
business  of  the  nail  company  paid  not  only  that  freight,  to- 
wit;  for  hauling  the,coal  to  the  nail  works,  but  also  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  another  and  entirely  independent  freight  to  the 
.  defendant  on  all  the  products  manufactured  by  the  nail  com- 
pany. This  was  a  most  important  and  vital  difference  in  the 
conditions  and  circumstances  of  the  two  shipments.  The  au- 
thorities are  very  clear  and  strong  that  where  an  additional 
freight  is  obtained  by  means  of  a  lower  charge  the  discrimi- 
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nation  is  justified  both  at  common  la'w  and  under  the  stat- 
ute. ...  It  entirely  destroys,  in  our  opinion,  the  fun- 
damental allegation  of  the  plaintiffs  that  the  shipment  of 
coal  to  the  plaintiffs,  and  the  nail  works,  were  made  *upon  like 
conditions  and  under  similar  circumstances.'  For  the  ship- 
ments of  coal  to  the  plaintiffs  yielded  but  one  freight  to  the 
defendant,  while  the  shipments  to  the  nail  works  yielded  not 
only  the  same  incoming  freight  on  the  coal,  of  at  least  twenty 
tons  a  day,  but  the  additional  outgoing  freight  of  thirty  to 
forty  tons  a  day  of  frabics  manufactured  by  the  nail  works. 
In  view  of  this  testimony  how  can  it  possibly  be  said  that  the 
conditions  of  the  two  shipments  are  alike  and  other  circum- 
stances similar?  That  the  railroad  company  may  lawfully 
secure  to  itself  so  important  an  addition  to  its  business  by 
making  a  lower  charge  to  one  customer  than  to  others,  is  fully 
establislied  by  the  authorities  as  we  shall  presently  see.  The 
manufacture  and  sale  by  the  nail  works  of  nails  was  outside 
of,  and  entirely  harmless  to,  the  business  of  the  plaintiffs, 
and  hence  a  lower  price  for  coal  consumed  by  the  nail  works 
was  neither  an  undue  or  an  imreasonable  discrimination 
against  the  plaintiffs,  because  it  was  an  immaterial  circum- 
stance as  affecting  their  business.  .  .  •  The  truism 
that  circumstances  alter  cases  applies  here  and,  under  a  dif- 
ferent state  of  circumstances,  a  discrimination  may  be  rea- 
sonable and  lawful,  which,  were  the  circumstances  the  same, 
would  be  undue  and  unreasonable.  In  order  to  render  law- 
ful an  inequality  of  charge,  the  goods  must  be  carried  under 
different  circumstances,  and  the  question  whether  the  differ- 
ence is  material  or  essential  arises  in  each  particular  case." 
Hoover  vs.  Pennsylvania  B.  B.,  156  Pa.  St.,  220,  231, 
232,  240. 

The  material  differences  between  the  two  classes  of  shipments 
as  they  appear  to  us  are; 

(a)  No  actual  harm  or  injustice  results  to  anyone  from  giv 
ing  the  lower  rate  to  the  manufacturer,     (b)  The  dealer  suf- 
fers no  injury  or  wrong  in  his  business  and  may  be  in  fact  bene- 
fited by  the  lower  rate  to  the  manufacturer,     (c)  The  giving 

of  such  low  rate  tends  to  encourage  and  build  up  onr  manu- 
facturing plants,  a  desirable  thing  for  the  state  from  an  eco- 
nomic standpoint,  and  also  for  the  railroad  companies. 

None  of  the  differences  mentioned  would  exist  if  two  dealers 
were  involved  instead  of  a  dealer  and  a  manufacturer. 
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We  are  met  at  this  point  by  the  contention  of  counsel  for  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  that  any 
such  distinction  involves  the  taking  into  account  the  purpose 
for  which  the  shipment  was  made,  whereas  the  service  only 
should  be  considered.  If  this  contention  is  correct  very  many 
rates  are  badly  out  of  joint.  Special  rates  on  saw  logs  and 
other  raw  material  destined  for  manufacture  and  reshipmcnt 
over  (he  line  furnishing  the  raw  material  are  made  in  considera- 
tion of  receiving  the  shipment  of  the  outgoing  product.  Lower 
charges  are  made  on  shipments  of  grain  where  the  carrier  re- 
ceives i.  portion  of  a  through  rate  than  the  same  carrier  makes 
for  identically  the  same  service  originating  and  terminating  on 
its  own  line.  Milling  in  transit  rates  are  made  that  are  some- 
times the  same  and  sometimes  slightly  in  advance  of  the  through 
rate.  The  service  is  just  the  same  as  would  be  performed  if 
two  local  shipments  covering  the  distance  of  the  through  ship 
ment  were  made,  although  the  sum  of  the  locals  would  be  much 
higher  than  the  through  rate  plus  the  charge  for  milling  in 
transit.  Section  6  provides  for  concentration  rates  which  take 
into  iic'count  the  purpose  for  which  the  articles  shipped  under 
such  rates  are  concentrated. 

We  think  the  purpose  for  which  material  is  used  can  be  legit- 
imately considered  in  determining  whether  it  is  discriminatory 
or  not.  We  have  held  that  a  lower  rate  may  bo  made  on  raw 
material  where  the  same  is  to  be  manufactured  and  shipped 
over  the  line  of  road  hauling  it  than  on  the  same  class  of  raw 
material  where  it  is  consumed  and  produces  no  additional  freight 
after  the  initial  shipment.  We  think  this  is  justifiable  on  the 
theory  that  the  real  service  performed  by  the  carrier  in  the  case 
of  the  shipment  by  the  manufacturer  is  to  take  the  raw  mate- 
rial from  the  mine  or  forest  and  deliver  the  product  manufac- 
tured therefrom  to  the  consumer.  Of  course  in  the  case  of 
shipment  of  building  material  for  a  factory  no  subsequent  haul 
is  received  from  such  material  but  the  factory  does  produce 
busineijs  for  the  carrier  in  another  way. 

That  part  of  the  Pennsylvania  Statute  under  consideration 
in  the  Hoover  case  differs  in  no  essential  particular  from  sec 
tion  6  of  our  law  and  the  principle  established  in  the  Hoover 
case,  if  it  is  good  law,  is  decisive  of  the  question  under  consid- 
eration here. 

The  language  quoted  from  Social  Circle  Case  (1G2  U.  S. 
197)  is  that  in  the  absence  of  rates  being   unreasonably   high 
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or  unjustly  discriminatory  the  carriers  are  "free  to  make  spe- 
cial contracts  looking  to  the  increase  of  their  business."  This 
language  of  course  applies  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  but 
the  purpose  of  the  Wisconsin  law  as  expressed  in  its  title  is  to 
"prevent  the  imposition  of  unreasonable  rates,  prevent  unjust 
discrimination,  etc.,"  and  the  language  of  the  court  in  the  case 
cited  construing  section  2  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
would  be  just  as  applicable  to  section  6  of  the  Wisconsin  law. 

So  v»hile  there  is  no  dissimilarity  in  the  service  that  may  be 
performed  for  the  manufacturer  and  the  dealer,  there  is  a  dis- 
similarity in  the  conditions,  objects  and  purposes  under' which 
the  two  shipments  are  made,  enough  in  our  judgment  to  war- 
rant the  carrier  in  putting  in  the  lower  tariff  on  the  shipment 
to  the  nianufacturer  if  it  sees  fit  to  do  so. 

We  have  carefully  considered  the  argument  that  it  would  be 
a  dangerous  practice  to  let  down  the  bars  and  say  that  the  pur- 
pose for  which  a  shipment  is  made  can  be  taken  into  r 
in  any  case.  It  was  in  substance  said  that  such  a  construction 
would  emasculate  one  of  the  most  salutary  and  important  pro- 
visions in  the  law,  and  that  once  the  rule  was  established  that 
the  purj)osc  for  which  a  shipment  was  made  could  be  consid- 
ered, we  were  paving  the  way  for  an  infinite  variety  of  trouble 
in  the  future. 

The  trouble  with  this  contention  is  that  if  the  State  should 
attempt  to  establish  a  system  of  cast  iron  rules  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  transportation  charges  would  be  revolutionized.  An  ar- 
bitrary system  of  charges  has  been  built  up  by  the  carriers  for 
which  in  many  instances  no  good  reason  ever  existed,  and  in  the 
majority  of  which  no  good  reaFon  exists  today,  except  the  one 
very  important  reason  that  business  conditions  and  enterprises 
have  adjusted  themselves  to  the  system  of  rate  making  in  vogue 
and  that  any  attempt  at  a  radical  equalization  in  charges 
would  create  an  unwarrantable  disturbance  in  the  existing  or- 
der of  things. 

While  we  regard  the  question  submitted  as  close  and  doubt- 
ful, we  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  practice  of  giving 
reduced  rates  on  material  and  machinorv  uj^od  in  the  construe- 
tion  of  niMiiufacturing  plants  is  not  a  violation  of  chapter  362, 
Laws  ot  1005.  All  parties  constructing:  such  plants,  however, 
should  be  treated  alike  and  without  discrimination,  and  we 
think  some  general  rule  should  be  promulgated  by  the  railway 
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companies,  along  the  line  of  that  issued  by  the  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral J I  ail  way  Company. 

Dated  this  29th  day  of  October,  A.  D.,  1906. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN. 

By  John  Barnes^ 
B.  II.  Meyer, 
Halfoed  Ebickson, 

Commissioners. 


No.  91. 


VHiLAGB  BOARD  OP  THE  VILTiAGB  OF  FALL  CREEK 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL,  MINNEAPOLIS  &  OMjIHA  ILilLWAY 
COMPANY. 

J.  0.  Ziemann,  for  Petitioner. 
Thos.  Wilson,  for  Kesrpondent. 

The  petition  in  the  above  entitled  matter  was  filed  on  No- 
vember 9,  complaining  that  the  highway  crossing  over  the 
tracks  of  the  respondent  company  in  the  village  of  Fall  Creek 
is  dangerous,  and  asks  the  Commission  to  make  an  order  com- 
manding the  respondent  company  to  maintain  either  a  watch- 
mar  or  some  device  at  said  point  to  warn  persons  about  to  go 
upon  said  crossing  of  the  approach  of  trains.  Tne  matter  has 
been  set  for  hearing  on  December  11,  1906. 


No.  92. 
HARVEY  CLARK 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  Respondent. 

The  petition  in  the  above  entitled  matter  was  filed  on  No 
vember  12.     The  petitioner  alleges  that  he  is  the  superintend- 
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ent  of  the  Wisconsin  School  for  the  Blind,  near  Janesvi'le, 
Wisconsin,  and  that  cars  of  ice  are  shipped  to  him  for  'jse  m 
said  school,  from  State  Hospital  station  on  the  line  of  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Railway  Company;  that  respondent  is  a 
common  carrier  and  maintains  a  side  track  neai  the  said  Wis- 
consin School  for  the  Blind;  that  it  refuses  to  switch  ears 
of  ice  from  the  yards  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway 
Company  to  said  side  track,  though  it  performs  a  similar  ser- 
vice for  other  persons.  The  matter  has  been  set  for  hearing 
for  December  11, 1906. 


No.  93. 
H.  C.  HOPSON 

vs. 

UNITED  STATES  EXPRESS  COMPANY  AND  AMERICAN 

EXPRESS  COMPANT- 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 

The  petition  was  filed  in  the  above  entitled  matter  on  No- 
vember 14,  complaining  that  the  respondent  Companies  have  es- 
tablis^hed  certain  limits  in  the  city  of  Madison  beyond  which 
they  will  not  call  for  nor  deliver  packages ;  that  the  said  lim- 
its are  unreasonable  and  discriminatory.  A  copy  of  the  peti- 
tion and  a  notice  of  investigation  was  served  on  each  of  the 
said  respondent  companies.  On  November  26,  the  Commission 
received  a  letter  from  the  petitioner  saying  that  the  respondent 
companies  had  increased  their  delivery  limits  and  that  be  de- 
sired to  withdraw  his  complaint. 


Na  94. 


VAUGHN  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 

vs. 
CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

R.  W.  Hibbard,  for  Petitioner. 
S.  A.  Lynde,  for  Respondent. 

The  petition  was  filed  in  the  above  entitled  matter  on  No- 
vember 17.    The  petitioner  complains  that  the  tracks  of  the  re 
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spondent  company  cross  those  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company  at  Watertown  Junction,  and  that 
both  of  the  said  companies  maintain  a  station  at  said  junction, 
and  that  the  respondent  company  instead  of  transferring 
freight  at  said  junction  carries  it  to  the  depot  sixty  rods  from 
the  crossing,  and  then  transfers  it  by  team,  charging  the  J^ay- 
p.ge  to  the  shipper,  and  that  said  service  and  charge  arc  lumec- 
essary  and  unreasonable.  The  matter  has  oocn  set  for  hear-* 
ing  on  December  11. 


No.  95. 

KILBOURN  ADVANCEMENT  ASSOCIATION 

vs. 
CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  (./^M- 
PANT. 

0.  W.  Smith,  for  Petitioner. 
Wm.  Ellis,  for  Respondent. 

The  petition  in  the  above  entitled  matter  was  filed  on  No- 
vember 26.  Petitioner  complains  that  the  passer ^^ei  iraiu  ser- 
vice at  the  village  of  Kilboum  City  is  ^Uddf-quate  for  the 
needs  of  the  people  of  that  community.  The  mattei  is  still 
pending. 


No.  96. 
COLIN  W.  WRIGHT 

vs. 

ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPAInT. 

Petitioner,  in  his  own  behalf. 
Jones  &  Schubring,  for  Respondent. 

The  petition  in  the  above  entitled  matter  was  filed  on  \o' 
vember  28.  Petitioner  complains  that  thj  passenger  train  ser- 
vice between  Monroe  and  Madison  is  inadequate  for  the  needs 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Monroe.  The  matter  is  still 
pending. 

22— R.  R. 
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No.  97. 

IN  RE  APPLICATION  OF   CHAPTER  362,  LAWS  1905, 
TO  CERTAIN  STREET  RAILWAYS. 

Jurisdiction  of  the  Railroad  Commission  over  the  business  of 
Street  Railway  Companies. 

Inquiry  by  the  Milwaukee  BUectric  Railway  &  Light  Company  as  to 
its  liability  to  report  to  the  Railroad  Commission  accidents  oc- 
curring on  its  lines  within  the  limits  of  the  City  of  Milwaukee. 

Held,  (1)  That  the  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  &  Light  Company 
is  a  railroad  company  within  the  meaning  of  Section  2, 
Chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905. 
(2)  That  inasmuch  as  the  lines  of  said  railway  company  extend 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  City  of  Milwaukee,  it  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Chapter  362,  aforesaid,  both  as  to  its  urban  and 
inter-urban  business,  and,  therefore,  accidents  occurring  within 
the  limits  of  the  City  should  be  reported. 

Mr.  Clark  M.  Rosecrantz,  the  attorney  for  the  Milwaukee 
Electric  Railway  and  Light  Company,  a  corporation  operating 
a  street  railway  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  whose  lines  extend 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  city,  has  submitted  to  the  Railroad 
Commission  the  question  whether  or  not  said  company  is 
obliged  to  report  to  the  Commission  accidents  occurring  on  its 
lines  within  the  city. 

The  question  is  an  important  one  inasmuch  as  it  involves  the 
whole  subject  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Railroad  Commission 
over  most  of  the  street  car  lines  in  the  State. 

Section  2  of  chapter  3G2,  Laws  1905,  defines  the  term  "rail- 
road" as  used  in  the  act  to  mean  and  include  all  corporations 
and  their  lessees  that  now  or  may  hereafter  own,  operate,  man- 
age or  control  any  railroad  or  part  of  a  railroad  as  a  common 
carrier  in  this  stato,  or  cars  or  other  equipment  used  thereon. 

Subdivision  a  of  section  2  extends  the  provisions  of  the  act 
to  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  property  between  points 
within  the  state  and  also  to  all  railroad  corporations  that  do 
business  as  common  carriers  upon  or  over  any  line  of  railroad 
within  this  state  and  to  any  common  carrier  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  property  wholly  by  rail  or 
partly  by  rail  or  water. 

Subdivision  b  of  section  2  provides  that  the  act  "shall  not 
apply  to  street  or  electric  railroads  engaged  solely  in  the  tram- 
portation  of  passengers  within  the  limits  of  cities: 
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The  inquiry  under  consideration  is  whether  or  not  a  street 
railway  company  that  transacts  business  as  a  common  carrier 
til  at  is  partly  urban  and  partly  done  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
city  in  wliich  it  is  operating,  comes  under  the  provisions  of 
chapter  3G2,  Laws  of  1905,  as  to  the  business  it  transacts  both 
inside  and  outside  of  the  city. 

The  legislatuie  evidently  understood  and  believed  that  in 
the  absence  of  the  provision  of  subdivision  b  referred  to,  the  act 
would  include  all  electric  and  street  railway  companies  whether 
doing  business  outside  of  the  limits  of  their  cities  or  not.  Oth- 
erwise those  doing  a  strictly  urban  business  would  not  be  ex- 
empted from  the  terms  of  the  act.  The  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  legislature  to  place  the  electric  and  street  car  lines  doinj 
an  interurban  business  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  is  also 
manifest. 

In  the  absence  of  subdivision  6,  which  is  so  clearly  indica- 
tive of  legislative  intent,  it  might  be  a  debatable  question 
whether  street  railway  companies  were  included  within  the 
terms  of  the  act  or  not.  If  a  street  or  electric  line  of  road  is  a 
"railroad"  then  it  is  included  in  tlie  act.  If  the  use  of  the 
phrase  "passengers  and  property"  in  jiilnlivision  a  means 
passengers  or  proj)erty  then  street  and  electric  lines  would  b<^ 
included  within  the  terms  of  the  act. 

When  the  word  ^^railroad"  is  used  in  a  statute  it  is  often  a 
perplexing  question  to  decide  whether  street  railways  should 
be  held  to  bo  included.  .  The  authorities  are  not  altogether  bar 
monious  on  the  question.  The  citations  following  show  the 
general  trend  of  judicial  construction  of  the  question  undtM 
consideration. 

In  Funic  vs.  St.  Paul  City  By.  Co.,  61  ilinn.,  435;  63  N. 
AV.  1099,  1100,  the  court  had  under  consideration  a  statute 
which  provided  that  every  railroad  corporation  owTiing  or  oper- 
ating a  railroad  in  that  state  should  be  liable  for  all  damages 
sustained  by  any  agent  or  servant  thereof  by  reason  of  the  neg- 
ligence of  any  other  agent  or  servant  thereof  without  contribu- 
tory negligence  on  his  nart  when  sustained  within  the  state. 

The  question  under  consideration  was  whether  or  not  the 
word  "x'ailroad"  as  used  in  the  statute  included  street  railways. 
The  court  said : 

"Perhaps  it  may  bo  conceded  that,  technically  speaking,  the 
term  'railroad'  would  include  a  street  railway,  so  far  as  its 
roadbed  is  made  of  iron  or  steel  rails  for  wheels  of  cars  to 
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run  upon ;  but  where  there  is  doubt  about  the  true  meaning 
of  the  word  or  tlie  term  used  in  the  law,  legislative  intent 
is  not  to  bo  determined  from  that  particular  expression,  but 
from  tl:e  i;eneral  legislation  upon  the  same  subject  matter/' 

The  Alinnesota  court  held  that  it  was  not  the  intention  ot 
the  legislature  to  include  street  railway  companies  within  the 
terms  of  the  statute.  One  reason  urged  in  support  of  this  view 
was  that  at  the  time  the  statute  was  enacted  there  were  no  elec- 
tric or  cable  street  railways  in  existence  in  the  state  and  that 
the  legislative  intention  could  hardly  be  construed  to  extend 
to  railroads  that  were  not  in  existence.  The  court  further  said 
that  whore  the  words  of  a  statute  are  not  explicit. the  intention 
is  to  be  collected  from  the  context,  from  the  occasion  and  neces- 
sity of  the  law,  and  the  mischief  felt,  and  the  object  and  remedy, 
in  view.     Further  that 

**If  the  lanugage  used  is  entirely  free  from  ambiguity,  and 
broad  enough  to  include  unknown  things  which  might  spring 
into  existence  in  the  future,  they  would  be  deemed  to  come 
within,  and  be  subject  to,  the  evident  meaning  of  the  terms 
used." 

And  that 

"Where  the  language  of  the  statute  is  in  any  manner  ob- 
scure or  of  doubtful  meaning,  we  may  recur  to  the  history  of 
the  time  when  it  was  enacted,  and  seek  in  that  history  for 
the  mischief  and  defect  which  the  statute  was  intended  to 
remedy." 

Applying  these  principles  and  drawing  some  deductions 
from  the  language  of  the  act  itself  the  court  held  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  legislature  to  include  street  railway 
'»om]\".nics  in  the  statute. 

The  court  cities  with  approval  the  liolding  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  the  United  SI  ales  vs. 
Union  Pccific  Eailrccd  Co.,  91  XJ.  S.,  72,  in  which  the  court 

mid: 

"The  courts  in  construing  a  statute  may  with  propriety 
recur  to  the  history  of  the  times  when  it  was  passed  ;  and 
this  is  frequently  necessary,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  reason 
as  well  as  the  meaning  of  the  particular  provisions  of  it." 

In  State  vs.  Dululh  Cos  d'  Wafer  Co.,  7G  :irinn.,  90 ;  79  N. 
W.  1032, 1034,  the  supreme  court  of  Minnesota  had  r.iubr  con- 
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sidf^ration  the  question  whether  or  not  the  statute  providing 
fiji-  the  manner  in  which  railroads  should  be  taxed  included 
street  railway  companies  or  not.  The  court  said  a  practical 
construction  had  been  placed  upon  the  act  by  the  state  holding 
that  the  term  railroad  meant  an  ordinary  commercial  railway 
and  that  it  did  not  apply  to  street  railways-  The  court  rather 
ydopts  the  idea  tliat  v.here  the  term  railroad  is  used  in  th3  stat- 
ute it  mcrcns  an  ordinary  commercial  railway  engaged  in  the 
business  of  carrying  freight  and  passengers  and  that  where  a 
street  railway  is  intended  to  be  included  it  is  designated  as 
such. 

In  Fidelity  Loan  &  Trust  Co.  vs.  Douglas,  104  Iowa,  532; 
73  N.  W.  1039,  1040,  the  supreme  court  of  Iowa  had  under 
consideration  the  question  whether  or  not  a  statute  which  pro- 
vided that  a  judgment  in  a  personal  injury  case  should  be  alien 
against  the  property  of  the  railroad  company  prior  and  para- 
mount to  that  of  a  mortgage  applied  to  a  street  railway  com- 
pany as  well  as  to  an  ordinary  steam  railway-  The  court  in 
commenting  upon  the  act  said  that  eight  of  the  ten  sections  iu 
the  law  clearly  related  to  commercial  railroads,  and  that  whilu 
the  language  of  the  act  was  broad  enough  to  include  street  rail- 
way companies  still  the  conclusion  drawn  from  the  act  taken 
as  a  whole  was  that  the  legislature  did  not  mean  to  include 
street  railway  companies  within  its  intent  and  meaning.  There 
is  a  dissenting  opinion  in  this  case  which  holds  that  one  of  the 
principal  things  to  consider  in  determining  what  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  statute  should  be,  is  the  evil  which  the  statute  was 
intended  to  remedy  and  arguing  from  this  basis  the  dissenting 
judge  adopts  a  diflFerent  construction  of  the  act  than  that 
adopted  by  the  majority  of  the  court.  The  judges,  however, 
appear  to  be  unanimous  upon  the  proposition  that  the  language 
of  the  act  was  broad  enough  to  include  both  classes  of  railways 
and  the  only  question  to  be  considered  was  whether  or  not  it 
was  intended  to  include  both  of  them. 

In  New  Eng.  Company  vs.  Oahwood  Street  Ry.  Co.,  75  Fed., 
162,  Judge  Taft  construed  a  statute  giving  laborers  a  lien  on 
railroads  for  work  performed  in  the  construction  of  the  same 
to  include  street  as  well  as  steam  roads.  He  held  that  consid- 
ering the  purpose  for  which  the  statute  was  enacted  it  was  only 
fair  to  assiune  that  the  legislature  intended  that  the  laborer 
should  be  protected  in  the  case  of  the  one  kind  of  road  as  well 
as  the  other. 
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In  Massachusetts  Loan  &  Trust  Co.  vs,  Hamilton,  8S  L\  ... 
588,  590,  the  court  constnied  a  statute  of  Montana,  providing 
i:hat  a  judgment  against  a  railroad  corporation  for  labor  i-hould 
be  a  lien  paramount  to  a  mortgage  or  trust  deed.     In  this  case 
the  court  held  that  the  statute  did  not  apply  to  street  railway 
companies  although  the  act  is  broad  enough  to  include  them. 
After  reviewing  the  legislation  of  ^Montana  and  the  provisions 
of  its  constitution  the  court  concludes  that  the  legislature  re- 
garded railroads  and  street  railways  as  being  different  in  their 
character,  and  that  the  statute  in  question  was  intended  to  in- 
clude only  the  so-called  railroads  of  commerce.     The  court  held 
that  the  word  "railroad''  in  itself  has  no  such  fixed  definition 
as  to  enable  a  cor     to  determine  whether  by  its  mere  use  in  the 
statute  it  app]^:i(*s  to  street  railways  or  not;  that  it  may  be  used 
in  its  broad  sense  which  includes  a  street  railway  or  any  other 
kind  of  a  road  on  which  rails  of  iron  are  laid  for  wheels  of  cars 
to  run  upon   whether   propelled   by  steam,    electricity,    horse 
or  other  power,  or  it  may  be  used  in  its  technical  sense  which 
does  not  apply  to  street  railways;   that  as  a  general  rule  stat- 
utes are  presumed  to  use  words  in  their  popular  sense  and  the 
safest  rule  of  construction  is  to  talce  the  entire  provisions  of 
the  statute  and  thereby  ascertain,  if  pos.-ible,what  the  legislature 
intended.     The  meaning  must  depend  upon  the  context  and  be 
ascertained  from  the  occasion  and  necessity  of  the  law,  the  mis- 
chief felt,  and  the  object  and  remedy  in  view. 

In  Thomson-Houston  Co.  vs.  Simon,  20  Oregon,  60,  a 
statute  giving  railroad  companies  the  right  of  condemnation 
was  considered  and  it  was  held  that  it  did  not  apply  to  street 
railways.  The  court  discussed  the  various  statutes  bearing  on 
the  question  and  drew  the  inference  therefrom  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  legislature  to  confer  the  power  in  question 
upon  street  railway  companies. 

In  Lincoln  Street  By.  Co.  vs.  McClellan,  54  Neb.  672,  the 
court  held  that  the  statute  making  every  railroad  liable  for 
damages  inflicted  on  the  person  of  passengers  while  being  trans- 
ported except  where  the  injury  was  the  result  of  criminal  neg- 
ligence did  not  apply  to  street  railway  companies.  Consider- 
able stress  was  laid  on  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the  statute  was 
passed  all  of  the  street  railways  in  Nebraska  were  operated  by 
horse  power,  the  transportation  being  slow  and  comparatively 
free  from  danger,  and  it  was  decided  that  such  lines  as  street 
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railways  were  not  within  the  contemplation  of  the  legislature 
when  the  statute  was  passed. 

In  Ferguson  vs.  iSherman,  116  Cal.  169,  the  California 
court  construed  a  statute  of  Kansas  limiting  the  personal  lia- 
bility of  stockholders  of  railroads  and  held  that  such  an  ex- 
emption did  not  extend  to  stock-holders  of  street  railways. 
The  purpose  which  the  legislature  had  in  mind  in  passing  the 
exemption  law  was  discussed  and  considered  by  the  court,  and 
it  was  held  that  such  purpose  did  not  apply  to  the  case  of  street 
railway  companies. 

In  Savannah  T.  &  I.  of  II,  By.  vs.  Williams,  117  Ga.  414, 
a  chartered  street  railway  company  was  held  to  be  a  railroad 
company  Avithin  the  meaning  of  the  statute  making  railroad 
companies  liable  to  one  servant  for  injuries  inflicted  by  a  fel- 
low servant. 

In  Gyger  vs.  Railway  Co.,  136  Penn.  St.  96,  the  court  held 
that  the  term  "railroad"  and  "railway"  were  synonymous  and 
that  there  was  no  warrant  for  applying  the  one  term  to  an  or- 
dinary steam  road  and  the  other  to  a  street  railway  company. 
The  court  said : 

"When  either  or  the  other  of  these  words  is  used  in  a  stat- 
ute and  the  context  requires  that  the  particular  kind  of  road 
is  intended,  that  kind  of  road  will  be  held  to  be  the  subject 
of  the  statutory  provision;  but  if  the  context  contains  no 
such  indication,  and  either  of  the  words  is  used  in  describ- 
ing the  subject  matter,  the  statute  will  be  held  applicable 
to  every  species  of  road  which  is  embraced  within  the  gen- 
eral sense  of  the  word  used." 

It  was  held  in  this  case  that  the  constitutional  provision  pre- 
venting the  consolidation  of  parallel  competing  lines  of  rail- 
road did  not  apply  to  street  railways  but  the  tiucision  was  put 
upon  the  ground  that  it  was  manifest  from  the  provisions  of 
the  constitution  themselves,  that  such  railways  were  not  in- 
tended to  be  included. 

In  Rafferty  vs.  Traction  Co.,  147  Pa.,  579,  and  in  Millvale 
vs.  Railroad  Co.,  131  Pa.,  1,  it  was  held  that  the  words  "rail- 
road corporations"  include  all  railroad  corporations  unless  their 
comprehensive  character  is  restricted  by  words  of  limitation 
found  in  the  title  or  in  the  body  of  the  act. 
^  In  Cheetham  vs.  McCormicJc,  178  Pa.,  186,  the  court  con- 
sidered the  constitutional  provision  of  the  state  of  Pcnnsylva- 
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nia  providing  that  no  corporation  shall  issue  stock  or  bonds  ex- 
cept for  money,  labor  done  or  money  or  property  actually  re- 
ceived and  in  connection  therewith  an  act  of  the  legislature 
passed  to  enforce  this  constitutional  provision  against  railroad 
corporations.  It  was  held  that  the  term  "railroad  corpora- 
tions" as  used  in  the  act  of  the  legislature  applied  to  street  rail- 
way companies  within  the  meaning  of  the  act. 

In  Lieberman  vs.  Chicago  &  South  Side  Rapid  Transit  Co., 
141  111.,  140,  the  court  held  that  a  general  act  providing  for  the 
incorporation  of  companies  "for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
and  operating  any  railroad  in  the  State"  was  broad  enough  to 
authorize  the  incorporation  of  an  elevated  street  railway  com- 
pany. 

In  Price  vs.  State,  74  Ga.,  378,  an  act  making  it  a  crime  to 
place  obstructions  on  a  railroad  track,  was  held  broad  enough 
to  include  a  street  railway. 

In  the  case  of  In  re  Washington  Street  Railway,  115  N.  ¥•, 
442,  it  was  held  that  the  general  railroad  law  of  New  York  of 
1850  included  horse  railroads. 

In  Birmingham  Ry.  Co.  vs.  Jacobs,  92  Ala,  187,  it  was  held 
that  a  street  railway  using  dummy  engines  was  a  railroad  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Alabama  statute  requiring  railroad  trains 
to  stop  within  100  feet  of  a  track  crossing. 

In  Katzenberger  vs.  Lawo,  90  Tenn.,  235,  it  was  held  that  a 
dummy  line,  whether  operated  within  or  without  the  limits  of 
a  municipality,  although  exclusively  engaged  in  carrying  pas- 
sengers, is  a  railroad  within  the  meaning  of  statutes  prescrib- 
ing certain  precautions  for  the  prevention  of  accidents  on  rail- 
roads. 

In  Central  Bank  vs.  Worcester  Horse  Railroad  Co.,  13  Allen, 
105,  it  was  held  that  a  horse  railway  was  within  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Massachusetts  statute  providing  that  insolvent  pro- 
ceedings might  be  instituted  against  any  corporation  except 
railroad  and  banking  companies  although  at  the  time  of  the 
passage  of  that  statute  no  company  had  been  established  in  that 
state  for  the  purpose  of  laying  rails  on  the  public  highways  and 
running  horse  cars  thereon. 

In  Johnson  vs.  Louisville  R.  Co.,  10  Bush  (Ky.),  231,  the 
court  held  that  a  statute  making  railroad  companies  liable  for 
nei>:ligence  was  applicable  to  any  kind  of  railroad  whether  pro- 
pelled by  horse  or  steam  power. 

In  Stillwater  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  vs.  Boston  &  Maine  R.  R.  Co., 
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(K  Y.)  64  K  E.,  511,  it  was  held  that  the  act  of  1850,  re-en- 
acted in  1890,  which  conferred  on  a  steam  railroad  company 
the  right  to  cross  or  imite  its  railroad  with  any  other  railroad 
before  constructed  and  further  providing  that  every  railroad 
company  whose  road  was  intersected  by  any  new  railroad  should 
unite  with  such  in  having  the  necessary  connections  with  the 
requisite  facilities,  applied  to  the  intersection  and  connection 
of  a  street  railway  operated  by  either  electricity  or  steam  witli 
a  railroad  operated  by  steam. 

There  is  perhaps  more  apparent  than  real  conflict  between  the 
decisions  cited.  The  great  weight  of  authority  is  certainly  in 
favor  of  the  proposition  that  the  term  "railroad"  is  broad  unci 
comprehensive  enough  to  and  does  in  itself  include  a  street  rail- 
way as  well  as  the  ordinary  steam  road.  In  determining 
whether  or  not  a  street  railway  company  should  be  included 
within  the  terra  "railroad"  the  courts  look  at  the  purpose  for 
which  the  statute  was  passed,  as  well  as  at  its  language,  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  legislature  intended 
to  include  within  the  term,  street  as  well  as  steam  railways. 
Where  it  is  apparent  that  the  legislature  did  not  intend  to  in- 
clude street  railways  under  the  designation  of  "railroads"  tho 
courts  will  adopt  what  is  found  to  be  the  legislative  intent  in 
construing  the  statute.  Where  the  language  of  the  act  is  such 
that  it  appears  to  be  the  intention  to  include  street  railways  un- 
der the  designation  "railroads"  the  courts  will  so  construe  the 
act  as  to  include  them.  Where  there  is  nothing  in  the  language 
of  the  act  or  in  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  framed  from 
which  it  can  be  inferred  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  legisla- 
ture to  either  include  or  exclude  street  railwavs  from  the  term 
"railroads"  the  weight  of  authority  seems  to  be  that  they  should 
be  included.  The  declaration  of  the  legislature  in  subdivision 
b  of  section  2  to  the  effect  that  the  statute  should  not  be  con- 
strued to  extend  to  street  railwavs  enffa^ed  solelv  in  the  trans- 
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portation  of  passengers  within  the  limits  of  cities  would  indicate 
(1)  that  the  preceding  language  of  the  act  was  broad  enough 

to  include  and  did  include  all  street  railways,  and  hence  the  ex 
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ception;  and  (2)  that  it  was  the  intent  and  purpose  of  the  leg- 
islature to  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  all  street  and 
electric  lines  not  embraced  within  the  exception.  We  think, 
therefore,  that  the  conclusion  reasonably  follows  that  street  and 
electric  lines  of  road  are  subject  to  all  of  the  provisions  of  chap- 
ter 362,  of  the  Laws  of  Wisconsin  for  the  year  1005,  except 
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those  roads  that  are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the  law,  by 
Biihdivision  b  of  section  2  of  the  act- 
Assuming  tliat  the  word  railroad  as  used  in  section  2  of  the 
act  includes  street  railways,  the  question  is,  docs  subdivision  b 
exclude  or  exempt  such  of  them  as  do  an  interurban  business 
from  the  provisions  of  the  act  as  to  the  urban  business  trans- 
acted. 

The  hnip;uaf;o  of  the  provision  seems  to  be  very  plain.  It  is 
not  to  **a])ply  to  street  and  electric  railroads  engaged  solely 
in  the  transportation  of  passenpjcrs  within  the  limits  of  cities." 
The  test  of  inclusion  or  exclusion  is  the  character  of  the  busi- 
ness performed.  If  that  business  is  solely  urban  the  railway 
does  not  come  under  tlie  provisions  of  the  act.  If  the  business 
is  not,  according  to  the  plain  reading  of  the  act,  the  railway 
does  come  under  its  provisions. 

The  onlv  doubt  would  seem  to  be  whether  the  act  should  be 
so  construed  as  to  subject  the  portions  of  the  lines  beyond  the 
city  limits  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  and  not  those  witliin  the 
city.  There  is  nothing  in  the  language  of  the  act  itself  that 
justifies  the  separation  or  division,  because  plainly  enough  the 
statute  says  that  street  railway  companies  that  are  not  solely 
engaged  in  carrying  passengers  within  urban  limits  are  in- 
cluded. It  is  the  business  of  the  company  in  its  entirety  and 
not  any  particular  part  of  its  line  that  the  statute  speaks  of. 

Is  there  anything  about  the  act  that  so  strongly  expresses  a 
legislative  intent  at  variance  with  the  language  of  the  act  that 
the  words  should  be  disregarded  and  the  intention  followed? 

In  Nichols  vs.  Hdlliday,  27  Wis.,  409,  the  court  held  that 
any  interpretations  which  lead  to  an  absurdity  should  be  re- 
jected and  also  interpretations  that  would  render  a  statute  void 
should  be  avoided  if  possible,  and  that  if  in  any  law  the  courts 
find  an  omission  of  something  essential  to  it,  or  which  is  a  nec- 
essary result  of  its  provisions  and  requisite  to  give  the  law  full 
effect,  they  might  supply  what  was  wanting  but  not  expressed 
and  extend  the  law  to  what  it  was  manifestly  intended  to  em- 
brace, but  in  its  terms  did  not  include. 

In  Clarh  vs.  Janesville,  10  Wis.,  165,  the  court  said  that 
courts  can  look  beyond  the  letter  of  the  law  in  interpreting  it  as 
all  written  instruments  are  construed  by  the  light  of  surround- 
ing circumstances.  The  existing  condition  of  things,  the  evils 
to  be  remedied,  the  objects  to  be  attained,  may  all  be  looked  at 
and  frequently  require  to  be  looked  at  with  the  closest  scrutiny 
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and  the  clearest  judgment  in  order  to  determine  what  the  law 

18.     But  beyond  that  courts  cannot  go. 

In  Harrington  vs.  Smith,  28  Wis.,  59,  the  court  said  that  the 

true  rule  for  the  consideration  of  statutes  is 

"To  look  to  the  whole  and  every  part  of  the  statute,  and  the 
apparent  intention  derived  from  the  whole,  to  the  subject 
matter,  to  the  effects  and  consequences,  and  to  the  reason  and 
spirit  of  the  law ;  and  thus  to  ascertain  the  true  meaning  of 
the  legislature,  though  the  meaning  so  ascertained  may  some- 
times conflict  with  the  literal  sense  of  the  words." 
On  page  67  of  the  same  opinion  it  is  said : 

"And  there  are  other  rules  of  construction  I  have  consid- 
ered, and  which,  perhaps,  I  ought  not  to  omit  here.  One  rule 
is,  that  a  statute  ought,  upon  the  whole,  to  be  so  construed 
that,  if  possible,  no  clause,,  sentence  or  word  shall  be  su- 
perflous,  void,  or  insignificant.  Another  and  kindred  rule 
is  that  every  clause  and  word  of  the  statute  shall  be  presumed 
to  have  been  intended  to  have  some  force  and  effect" 
In  Ogden  vs.  Olidden,  9  Wis..  42,  the  court  said : 

"Adopting  the  cardinal  rules,  that  the  acts  of  the  legisla- 
ture are  to  be  construed  according  to  the  intent  of  the  legis- 
lature which  passed  them;  that  in  ascertaining  that  intent 
we  are  first  to  look  to  the  language  in  which  they  have 
spoken;  and  if  that  language  is  plain  and  unambiguous,  in- 
terpretation is  not  allowable,  we  do  not  see  how  any  doubt 
could  have  arisen  upon  this  act.  It  is  a  question  of  gram- 
matical, not  of  legal  construction,  and  depends  for  its  deter- 
mination upon  the  principles  of  our  language." 
In  Brightman  vs.  Kirner,  22  Wis.  57,  the  court  said: 

"The  first  general  maxim  of  interpretation  is,  when  the 
words  of  an  act  are  in  clear  and  precise  terms — when  it? 
meaning  is  evident  and  leads  to  no  absurd  conclusions,  there 
can  be  no  reason  for  refusing  to  admit  the  meaning  the  words 
naturally  present,  and  go  elsewhere  in  search  of  conjecture 
in  order  to  restrict  or  extend  the  act.  To  do  this  would  be 
but  to  evade  the  law,  and  to  adopt  a  method  fraught  with 
the  most  dangerous  consequences;  since  there  is  no  law,  how- 
ever definite  and  clear  in  its  language,  which  might  not  by 
such  a  rule  of  interpretation  be  defeated." 
In  Bait  is  vs.  Hamlin,  22  Wis ,  640.  the  court  said : 

"The  correct  rule  in  the  construction  of  statutes,  as  well 
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as  other  instruments,  is  to  take  the  words  in  their  ordinary 
grammatical  sense,  unless  such  construction  would  be  obvi- 
ously repugnant  to  the  intention  of  the  framers,  or  would 
lead  to  some  other  inconvenience  or  absurdity." 
In  Mundt  vs.  S.  F,  R.  K,  Co.,  31  Wis.,  457,  the  court  said: 

"Courts  cannot  correct  supposed  errors,  omissions  or  de- 
fects in  legislation.  The  office  of  interpretation  is  to  bring 
out  the  sense  where  the  words  used  are  in  some  manner  doubt- 
ful, and  where  these  are  plain  and  unambiguous  the  court 
cannot  depart  from  the  language  of  the  statute.  This  court 
has  too  often  of  late  had  occasion  to  repeat  and  enforce  these 
rules,  to  permit  them  now  to  be  called  in  question  or  dis- 
r^arded.  It  is  only  where  the  intention  of  the  legislature 
is  ambiguously  expressed,  so  as  to  be  fairly  capable  of  two  or 
more  meanings,  that  interpretation  or  any  latitude  of  con- 
struction is  allowable.  It  is  only  in  such  cases  that  the 
courts  are  at  liberty  to  accept  or  act  upon  what  is  termed  the 
doctrine  of  equitable  construction." 

In  Gilbert  vs.  Dutruit,  91  Wis.,  665,  the  court  said: 

"It  is  not  allowable  to  interpret  what  has  no  need  of  in- 
terpretation. When  the  meaning  is  evident,  and  leads  to  no 
absurd  conclusions,  there  can  be  no  reason  for  refusing  to  ad- 
mit the  meaning  which  the  words  naturally  present;  to  go 
elsewhere  in  search  of  conjecture  in  order  to  restrict  or  ex- 
tend the  act  would  be  but  an  attempt  to  elude  it-  Such  a 
method,  if  once  admitted,  would  be  exceeding  dangerous,  for 
there  would  be  no  law,  however  definite  and  precise  in  its 
language,  which  might  not  by  interpretation  be  rendered 
useless."  ...  So  interpreting  the  statute  before  us, 
as  the  words  express  clearly  the  sense  and  intent,  we  must 
hold  to  that.  There  is  no  room  for  the  application  of  rules 
for  judicial  construction.  It  is  only  where  the  intent  is  am- 
biguously expressed  that  the  rules  of  construction  come  in." 
In  Bcrger  vs.  Bergcr,  104  Wis.,  286,  the  court  said : 

"The  language  of  the  statute  seems  plain  and  immistak- 
able,  'such  homestead  shall  descend,  free  of  all  judgments 
and  claims  against  such  deceased  owner  or  his  estate  except 
mortcrac'cs  lawfullv  executed  thereon  and  labor  and  mechaii- 
ics  liens.'  The  mere  right  to  acquire  a  lien  cannot  be  called 
a  mortgage.  That  term  applies  only  to  conveyances  in  writ 
ing  of  equitable  interests  in  land  as  security.     To  give  any 


Eepoet  of  the  Eatlboad  Commission.  349 

other  meaning  to  it,  or  to  make  any  exception  when  the  stat- 
ute plainly  says  there  shall  bo  none,  would  violate  the  plain- 
est principles  of  statutory  construction.  It  is  often  said  that 
in  the  construction  of  statutes  courts  should  look  to  the  effects 
and  consequences,  but  that  applies  only  where  there  is  room 
for  construction, — where  there  is  ambiguity  of  expression  or 
where  to  follow  the  literal  sense  would  lead  to  some  absurd 
result.  Here  there  is  no  ambiguity.  The  language  is 
plain." 

Our  first  impression  on  reading  this  statute  was  that  the 
legislature  did  not  intend  to  subject  that  portion  of  the  lines  of 
street  railway  companies  that  were  entirely  within  the  limits  of 
cities  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  362,  of  the  Laws  of  1905. 
We  could  see  no  good  reason  why  a  street  railway  line  that  was 
wholly  within  the  limits  of  a  city  should  be  exempt  from  regu- 
lation, while  a  street  railway  line  in  a  neighboring  city  of  sub- 
stantially the  same  kind  that  happened  to  run  a  short  distance 
beyond  the  confines  of  the  city  should  be  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law.  The  legislature  had  the  undoubted  right  to 
include  those  railway  lines  that  extended  beyond  the  limits  and 
exclude  those  that  did  not.  The  more  study  we  have  given  to 
this  statute  the  more  convinced  we  have  become  that  the  lan- 
guage used  is  plain  and  unambiguous  and  is  not  open  to  two 
constructions.  For  this  Commission  to  engraft  on  the  law  an 
exception  which  the  legislature  did  not  make  in  the  act,  and 
which  would  from  our  point  of  view  be  directly  in  conflict  with 
the  plain  wording  of  the  act,  would  not  be  permissible.  If,  as 
we  hold,  a  street  railway  is  a  railroad  within  the  meaning  of 
section  2  of  the  act,  and  all  such  railroads  are  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act,  excepting  only  those  exclusively  engaged 
in  the  carrying  of  passengers  wholly  witliin  the  limits  of  a  city, 
we  do  not  see  where  we  would  be  justified  in  holding  that  the 
act  applied  only  to  that  portion  of  the  railroad  that  fell  out- 
side the  city  limits.  It  seems  to  us  that  the  railway  company 
as  an  entirety  is  exempt  or  it  is  not ;  that  there  is  no  ground 
for  saying  that  it  is  exempt  in  part  and  subject  to  the  terms 
of  law  in  part.  It  is  only  fair  to  presume  in  the  case  of  an  act 
that  was  passed,  after  the  amoimt  of  discussion  that  preceded 
the  passage  of  this  act,  that  if  the  legislature  had  intended  to 
restrict  or  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  to  such 
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parts  of  the  interurban  railway  as  lay  outt-ide  of  the  limits  of 
an  incorporated  city  it  would  have  said  so. 

It  seems  to  us  that  any  street  railway  which  does  a  business 
outside  of  a  city  comes  plainly  within  the  terms  of  the  act  as  to 
its  entire  lines  and  that  to  hold  that  urban  lines  of  such  a  rail- 
way should  be  excluded  from  the  terms  of  the  statute  would 
bo  writing  into  it,  not  only  a  provision  that  is  not  fairly  to  be 
implied,  but  one  that  would  be  directly  antagonistic  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute  as  it  now  stands. 

The  fact  tliat  some  electric  lines  of  road  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  terms  of  the  act  as  to  their  urban  business  while 
others  would  not,  has  lead  us  to  look  for  a  n  asonable  construc- 
tion that  would  exclude  the  urban  bupincss  of  all  such  lines. 
There  ar^^  some  strong  considerations  which  might  lead  to  a  con- 
trary view  if  the  language  of  the  act  were  open  to  construction. 

It  is  true  that  theoretically,  and  perhaps  practically,  cities 
can  regulate  street  car  companies  within  their  limits  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  while  the  regulation  of  interurban  lines  must 
be  under  state  control  if  the  control  is  to  !>:*  efliciont,  and  these 
facts  might  supply  a  reason  why  the  legislature  should  seek  to 
regulate  interurban  business  only.  It  is  none  the  le?s  true 
that  business  of  a  single  corporation  engaged  in  urban  and  in- 
terurban transportation  can  best  be  considered  as  an  entirety. 
In  determining  whether  or  not  a  given  rate  of  charge  is  reason- 
able it  w^ould  often  be  difficult  to  separate  out  the  operating  ex- 
penses or  earnings  of  the  interurban  portion  of  the  line  from 
the  urban  portion.  The  same  cars  and  the  same  employes  are 
used  in  both  kinds  of  service  and  the  fares  collected  generally  if 
not  almost  invariably  in  interurban  service  are  in  part  for  travel 
in  a  city.  The  same  employes  are  engaged  in  both  kinds  of 
line  repairing  and  otlier  expenses  are  no  doubt  incurred  that 
are  common  to  both  portions  of  the  line.  This  would  be  true 
of  the  salaries  of  officers  and  the  general  expense  of  the  com- 
pany. In  the  matter  of  valuation,  which  is  a  necessary  pre- 
liminary to  the  fixing  of  a  rate,  the  drawing  of  an  arbitrary 
line  and  fixing  separately  the  worth  of  the  portions  of  the  cor- 
porate property  that  fall  on  either  side  of  it  is  imsatisfactory. 
On  the  whole  there  is  perhaps  no  adequate  reason  for  subject- 
ing the  property  of  a  street  railway  company  that  lies  beyond 
the  limits  of  a  city  to  one  species  of  regulation  and  that  within 
the  limits  of  a  city  to  another,  where  the  kind  of  business  done 
is  the  same  in  both  instances,  and  the  entire  business  is  intra 
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state.  If  an  electric  railroad  is  to  be  regulated  at  all,  the  rea- 
sons for  regulating  its  entire  transportation  business  are  much 
stronger  than  are  the  reasons  for  regulating  only  a  part  of  the 
business.  We  think  there  is  no  ambiguity  about  the  language 
of  the  statute  and  therefore  it  is  not  open  to  construction.  If 
the  language  were  ambiguous  and  we  were  at  liberty  to  construe 
it  we  are  not  at  all  satisfied  that  a  different  conclusion  should 
be  reached.  Our  conclusion  is  that  any  street  railway  company 
that  is  not  solely  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  passengers 
within  the  limits  of  cities  is  subject  to  chapter  362,  Laws  of 
1905,  both  as  to  its  urban  and  interurban  business  and  that 
the  reports  of  accidents  should  include  both  classes  of  busi- 
ness. 
Dated  this  14th  day  of  September,  A.  D.,  1906. 

EAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN. 

By  John  Barnes^ 
B.  H.  Meyek, 
Halfobd  Ebickson, 

Commissioners. 
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PART  IIL 


Informal  Complaints  and  Other  Informal  Matters. 


(Numbers  refer  to  case  numbers  in  the  record  books  of  tlic 
Commission  containing  the  informal  complainis.) 

1.  C.  S.  Porter  &  Co.,  Fox  Lake,  Wis.  Refusal  of  the  Chi- 
cogo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  to  connect  with  a  side 
track  to  be  constnict:<l  for  the  purpose  of  locating  a  wood  and 
coal  yard,  elevator,  etc. 

After  some  correspondence  with  the  petitioner  and  the 
Railway  Company  the  Commission  was  informed  by  the  peti- 
tioner that  the  matter  had  been  adjusted.  Later,  however, 
the  Commission  was  informed  that  the  company  was  still  re- 
fusing to  proceed  with  the  work,  although  it  had  caused  a 
survey  for  the  proposed  side  track  to  be  made  and  the  grade 
had  been  in  part  or  entirely  established.  After  several  infor- 
mal meetings  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  two  commission- 
ers visited  Fox  Lake  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  personal  in- 
spection. Both  the  petitioner  and  the  Railway  Company 
were  represented  at  the  conference  at  Fox  Lake  but  no  agree- 
ment was  reached.  After  still  further  negotiations  on  the 
part  of  the  Commission  with  both  parties  it  was  finally  agreed 
that  the  company  should  construct  the  side  track  on  condition 
that  the  petitioner  deposit  a  certifi<3d  check  with  the  com- 
pany to  cover  the  estimated  cost  of  the  work,  the  unexpended 
balance,  if  any,  to  he  returned  to  the  petitioner  on  the  com- 
pletion of  the  side  track.  An  itemized  statement  showing  in 
detail  the  figures  on  which  tho  estimated  cost  was  based  was 
submitted  to  the  Commission  and  by  the  Commission  it  was  in 
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turn  submitted  to  its  engineer.  After  the  work  was  completed 
and  the  connections  made  the  petitioner  again  srubmitted  th« 
itemized  bill,  which  in  turn  was  submitted  by  the  Commission 
to  its  engineer  and  found  to  be  substantially  correcc  and  rea- 
sonable. 

2.  Complaint  of  widow  on  account  of  withdrawal  of  fre^ 
transportation  for  herself  and  her  two  children,  granted  by 
the  Railway  Company,  together  with  a  certain  amount  of  cash, 
in  settlement  of  claims  against  the  Railway  Company  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  death  of  her  husband  while  m  the  employ  of  the 
company  in  discharge  of  his  duty. 

The  Commission  held  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Rail- 
road Commission  law  to  interfere  with  the  execution  of  bona 
fide  contracts  and  that  the  law  should  not  be  made  the  means 
of  depriving  this  widow  of  the  full  benefit  of  the  settlement 
made  with  the  Railway  Company  at  the  time  of  her  husband's 
death. 

3.  Complaint  in  regard  to  the  rates  on  paper  from  points  in 
northern  Michigan  to  Salt  Lake,  Butte,  and  other  western 
points,  as  compared  with  the  rates  on  the  same  commodity 
from  the  same  points  to  San  Francisco  and  Seattle. 

All  the  questions  involved  wore  purely  inter-stafce  matters 
and  therefore  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 

i.  H.  Bergheger  &  Co.,  Stitzer,  Wis.  Claim  against  the 
American  Express  Company  for  the  loss  of  perishable  goods 
shipped  to  Chicago,  upon  which  express  charges  had  been  pre- 
paid but  which  were  not  delivered  to  the  consignee  on  account 
of  strike  in  Chicago  at  the  time  of  the  arrival  of  the  goods. 

The  complainant  was  informed  that  w^hile  the  Commission 
would  be  glad  to  do  all  in  its  pow-er  to  investigate  this  matter 
it  did  not  possess  the  powers  of  a  court,  and  could  therofore  not 
adjudicate  purely  legal  questions  between  shippers  and  carriers. 
A  number  of  letters  passed  between  the  Commission  and  the 
interested  parties,  but  the  Express  Company  declined  to  pay 
the  claim,  stating  that  they  were  exempted  bj-  their  contract 
of  carriage  from  liability  on  account  of  loss  by  reason  of  mobs, 
riots,  etc.,  there  being  rioting  at  Chicago  at  the  time  of  ship- 
ment, making  delivery  impossible  and  compelling  the  Express 

23— R.  R. 
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Company  to  send  the  commodity  in  question  to  Milwauket 
where  it  was  sold.  This,  it  was  claimed,  was  the  very  best 
that  could  have  been  done,  that  could  reasonably  have  been  ex- 
pected. The  Express  Company  having  refused  to  settle  the 
claim,  the  Commission  advised  the  complainant  that  the  onlv 
tribunpi  *^'^*  ^- -^.i  enforce  his  claim  was  the  court. 

5.  William  W.  Herrick,  National  Soldier's  Home,  Milwau- 
kee, Wis.  Refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  to  grant  reduced 
or  half  fare  rates  to  old  soldiers. 

Complainant  was  informed  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Railroad  Commission  law  to  prevent  railway  companies  from 
selling  reduced  rate  tickets  to  inmates  of  soldiers'  homes. 

6.  Withdrawal  of  a  pass  given  in  settlement  of  claims  on 
account  of  the  death  of  a  brother  in  a  railway  accident  in  the 
employ  of  the  Company. 

The  Commission  held  that  since  this  pass  was  givea  as  part 
settlement  of  a  claim  for  damages  aj^ainsrt  the  Railway  Company 
that  the  granting  of  such  pass  would  not  come  under  the  desig- 
nation of  free  transportation. 

7.  Concerning  the  legality  of  half  tariff  rates  on  construc- 
tion materials  for  new  industries. 

The  legality  of  such  rates  has  been  upheld  by  the  Commis- 
sion in  this  and  othor  cases  to  be  subsequently  noted.  Tariffs 
applicable  exclusively  to  construction  material  for  new  indus- 
tries have  been  issued  by  different  railway  companies  and  are 
on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commission.  See  formal  complaints 
page  322. 

9.  Complaint  on  account  of  failure  of  certain  carload  ship- 
ments to  arrive. 

Correspondence  between  thic  Commission  and  the  Railway 
Company  led  to  active  search  for  the  cars,  which  were  discov- 
ered within  a  few  days  and  placed  on  the  team  tracks  for  de- 
livery. The  delay  was  caused  by  the  exceedingly  congested 
condition  of  the  freight  yards  in  Chicago. 

10.  Refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  ^  erect  a  notice  boarcl 
fit  certain  crqssingg. 
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Tho  law  bearing  upon  the  case  was  srubmitted  to  the  peti- 
tioner in  order  that  he  might  insist  upon  his  legal  rights. 

11.  Inquiry  regarding  minimum  weights  on  scrap  iion  from 
Ashland  to  Chicago  and  rates  on  rags  from  Ashland  to  Neenali 
and  Milwaukee. 

The  rates  in  force  were  compiled  by  the  Commission  an.i 
correspondence  conducted  with  both  parties 

12.  Julius  'J'lmme,  Gumee,  Wis.  Overcharge  m  rates  on 
household  goods  from  Butternut,  Wis.,  to  Gurnee,  Wis. 

Complainant  asked  to  submit  documents  in  the  case,  where- 
upon the  Commission  looked  up  the  rates  and  invest ij^ated  the 
facts  and  siibmilted  the  same  to  the  Railway  Company,  which 
allowed  the  claim  to  the  amount  of  the  overcharge. 

13.  James  L.  Gates  and  others,  Mihvaukce,  Wis.  This  case 
was  originally  a  complaint  on  behalf  of  James  L.  Gates,  on 
account  of  the  refusal  of  the  railway  companies  to  grant  re- 
duced rates  to  home  seekers. 

Subsequent  to  the  filing  of  this  complaint  the  Wisconsin  Im- 
migration &  Development  Association  was  organized.  On  the 
date  of  its  organization  this  Association  met  in  conference 
with  the  Eailroad  Commission,  at  which  the  claims  and  desii*es 
of  the  Association  and  its  members  w^ere  presented.  After 
hearing  the  arguments  and  corresponding  with  numerous  in- 
dividuals and  firms  throiinhont  the  state  the  Commission  ren- 
dered an  opinion  in  the  caro  on  July  20,  1905.  which  is  given 
in  full  on  page  23.  Since  this  opinion  has  been  issued 
numorous  other  letters  from  land  seekers  and  land  agents 
have  come  to  the  Commission  which  involved  the  same  ques- 
tion in  one  form  or  another. 

(See  decision  on  page  23  of  this  report.) 

14.  Miner  Brothers,  Carter,  Wis.  Refusal  of  the  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  Railway  Company  to  maintain  a  railway  sta- 
tion at  Carter. 

On  request  of  the  Commission  a  census  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  place  was  taken  and  the  results  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mission.    One  of  the  Commissioners  visited  Carter  in  confer- 
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complainant.  At  this  conference  it  was  agreed  that  the  Rail- 
way Company  erect  at  the  village  of  Carter  a  small  depot 
building  and  to  arrange  to  have  the  same  kept  open  and  heated 
during  the  Winter  time  before  the  arrival  of  trains.  The  Com- 
pany also  agr.  ed  to  put  up  a  small  building  to  accommodate 
freight  that  is  being  shipped  in  less  than  carload  lots,  such 
building  to  be  erected  near  the  plant  of  Miner  Brothers,  who 
are  substantially  the  only  shippers  dealing  in  less  than  car- 
load lots  to  any  considerable  extent.  This  arrangemnet  was 
accepted  by  both  parties  and  the  ca^e  was  therefore  closed. 

15.  Guy  England,  Pembine,  Wis.  Claim  for  loss  caused  by 
the  killing  of  stock  on  the  railway  track. 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  in  the  matters  of  claims 
was  explained,  to  the  effoct  that  the  Commission  is  not  a  court, 
and  claims  of  this  kind  can  only  be  enforced  through  tho  courts. 

16.  Wells  &  Chas  ^  Dorchester,  Wis.  Inquiry  as  to  the 
rights  of  shipi)ers  to  have  connections  made  with  side  tracks. 

Wells  &  Chase  were  informed  that  the  law  appears  to  be 
plain  that  it  would  be  their  duty  to  defray  the  entii'e  expense 
of  the  construction  of  the  track  and  the  laying  of  the  rails 
up  to  the  ri;iht  of  way  of  the  Railway  Company.  The  law  is 
very  indefinite  and  uncertain  as  to  whose  duty  it  is  to  defray 
the  expense  of  putting  in  the  switch  and  making  the  connec- 
tion from  the  railway  track  to  the  limit  of  the  right  of  way. 
Possibly  the  question  as  to  who  should  pay  this  part  of  the  ex- 
pense depends  on  circumstances  and  conditions.  The  law  is 
definite  and  certain  with  respect  to  the  following  points:  (1) 
that  the  entire  expense  of  construction  and  equipment  of  the 
track  up  to  the  ri^ht  of  way  of  the  Railway  Company  must  be 
borne  by  tho  firm  desiring  such  construction;  (2)  that  the 
"Railway  Company  must  permit  the  connection  to  be  mad^  when 
tho  conditions  exist  that  are  sneei.lod  in  chapter  ^86  of  the 
Laws  of  1905.  The  indefinite  point  in  connection  with  the  mat- 
ter is  who  shall  defray  the  expense  of  making  the  actual  con- 
nection with  the  track  and  extending  the  same  to  the  bound- 
ary of  the  right  of  way. 

This  case  was  discussed  informally  in  the  offices  of  the 
Commission,  a  representative  of  the  I\  ail  way  Company  visited 
Dorchester,  and  as  a  result  the  matter  was  satisfactorily  ad- 
justed. 
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17.  H.  J.  Canar  &  Co.,  Mondovi,  Wis.  Kates  on  salt  from 
Milwaukee  to  Mondovi. 

The  rates  on  salt  to  Mondovi  and  various  other  places  in 
the  northwestern  part  of  the  State  were  compiled  by  the  Com- 
mission and  submitted  to  the  parties  in  int^Tcst.  After  cor- 
respondence with  the  general  freight  agent  the  Company 
agreed  to  reduce  the  rate  on  salt  to  Mondovi  to  bring  it  into 
line  with  the  rates  on  salt  to  points  with  which  Mondovi  com- 
petes. Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  tariff  Amend- 
ment No.  3  to  G.  F.  D.  16598  quotes  the  new  rate  at  10  cents 
per  100  lbs.  for  all  stations  on  the  Mondovi  branch.  The  for- 
mer rate  was  12i/>  cents. 

18.  Little  Wolf  River  Lumber  Co.,  Manawa,  Wis.  Com- 
plaint against  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ^  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  re- 
garding rate  on  lumber  of  13  cents  from  Knowlton  to  Sheboy- 
gan. 

After  investigation  and  compilation  of  rates  to  competitive 
points  and  correspondence  with  the  inter,  sted  parties  the  de- 
sired application  for  an  8VL>  <?ent  rate  was  granted. 

19.  Complaint  for  refusal  of  Tiailway  Company  to  transport 
cars  on  reconsignment  in  accordance  with  system  previously 
in  vogue. 

Several  informal  meetings  between  the  Commission  and  in- 
terested parties  were  held  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  and 
the  detailed  facts  in  the  case  examined.  It  appeared  that  con- 
trary to  the  assumption  of  the  petitioners,  the  Railway  Com- 
pany had  not  had  in  effect  a  uniform  rule  governing  the  re- 
consignment  of  cars,  but  each  case  had  been  handled  by  it- 
self. The  matter  complained  of  was  adjusted  and  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Panl  Ry.  Co.  at  once  issued  a  circular  pre- 
scribing uniform  rules  for  the  reconsignment  of  cars. 

The  Commission  further  sent  out  circulars  of  inquiry  to 
many  shippers  and  to  all  the  leading  railway  companies  do- 
ing business  in  the  state,  calling  for  information  with  respect 
to  the  reconsignment  of  cars  in  carload  shipments  of  commodi- 
ties, snch  as  coke,  wood,  lumber,  stone,  etc.  This  was  done 
with  a  view  of  securing  information  which  would  enable  the 
romTTiiffsioTi  to  act  promptly  in  reconsignmont  cases  should 
the  occasion  arise.    The  matter  was  discussed  informally  with 
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the  Railway  Corapank's  on  several  diiroiont  occasions,  and  with 
commendable  promptness  all  the  leading  companies  issued  a 
general  rule  governing  reconsignment.  This  rule  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

**  Between  all  points  in  Wisconsin  freight  of  all  kind 
in  carloads  when  no  change  has  been  made  in  the  original 
contents  may  be  reconsignrd  to  a  point  beyond  on  a  direct 
line  at  an  additional  charge  of  $2.00  per  car  above  the  cur- 
r  ^nt  tarilT  rate  from  the  point  of  origin  to  final  destination, 
subject  to  refrular  car  service  charges.  One  reconsignment 
only  wall  b?  allow^ed." 

.  The  above  is  substantially  the  wording  of  the  reconsignment 
rule  of  all  the  companies.    See  also  case  number  30. 

20.  Chester  D.  Cleveland,  Neenah,  Wis.  Inquiry  as  to  the 
right  of  railway  companies  to  continue  ^the  custom  of  several 
years  standing  of  transporting  yachts  participating  in  races 
at  the  annual  rep:atta  free  of  charge  on  certification  of  the  sec- 
retary of  the  Yaehtins:  Association. 

Tlie  (.•oip.niisRion  assumed  that  the  purpose  of  adopting  the 
custom  of  fioe  transportation  for  racing  yachts  was  to  stimulate*. 
passeni^er  travel.  It  was  advised  that  the  annual  regettas  held 
on  Lake  Winnebago  attracted  a  large  number  of  spectators,  and 
that  the  can-jing  of  racing  boats  free  of  charge  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  contribution  toward  the  success  of  an  entertainment 
that  mijzht  and  prcba])ly  did  tend  to  increase  the  revenues  of 
the  companies,  by  reason  of  incroased  passenger  traffic.  The 
shipments  in  quc^^tion  did  not  involve  any  discrimination  be- 
cause of  business  competitors  not  being  treated  alike.  Consider- 
ing the  reason  for  granting  the  coneo.'^ion  in  the  first  place,  as 
understood  by  the  Commission,  and  the  purpose  for  which  the 
shipment  was  being  made,  and  the  fact  that  no  injury  resulted 
from  the  custom  to  any  one,  unless  it  might  be  to  the  carrier, 
the  Commission  held  that  the  practice  might  be  continued,  if 
the  Eailway  Companies  saw  fit.  provided  all  persons  desiring  to 
ship  yachts  for  a  lil^e  purpose  were  treated  without  discrimina^ 
tion. 

21.  S.  N.  Rowley,  Darlington,  Wisconsin.  Complaint  against 
three  cents  per  mile  passenger  fare  and  submitting  certain 
facts  vrith  respect  to  excursion  rates  charged  by  railway  rom- 
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,    panics,  the  latter  being  presented  as  evidence  in  regard  to  the 
remunerativeness  of  certain  rates. 

All  such  matters  were  considered  in  connection  with  the 
passenger  cases  reported  elsewhere.  '  See  page  97. 

22.  Complaint  against  Railway  Companies  for  failure  to  make 
joint  rates  on  lumber  between  specified  points. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  both  parties;  considerable  cor- 
respondence passed  between  them,  but  after  the  Railway  Com- 
pany had  voluntarily  refused  to  issue  the  joint  rate  demanded 
the  complainant  did  not  see  fit  to  continue  his  case  by  filing 
a  formal  complaint. 

23.  Giddings,  Lewis  &  Co.,  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.  Rates  on  pig 
iron  from  Mayville  to  Fond  du  Lac. 

The  general  freidit  a:^ent  of  the  Railway  Con^pany  claimed 
that  the  rates  on  pig  iron  from  Mayville  to  Fond  du  Lac  were 
fair  and  equitable  as  compared  with  the  rates  on  pig  iron  to 
the  Fox  River  group  from  the  various  lake  porta  through 
which  pig  'iron  frcm  the  East  moves  to  sfuch  markets.  The 
Commission  made  a  compilation  of  rates  bearing  upon  this 
case  and  submitted  the  results  to  both  the  Company  and  the 
petitioner.  The  ca^o  was  closed  by  the  Company's  reducing 
the  rate  between  ]\Iayville  and  Fond  du  Lac  from  60  cents  to 
50  cents,  with  corresponding  reductions  to  various  other  points, 
as  publish:>d  in  Supplement  No.  5  to  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  G.  F.  D. 

.  267G9,  which  was  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  solution  by  the 

'    petitioner. 

24.  Right  of  Notaries  Public  to  use  advertising  mileage. 
The  case  was  submitted  to  the  attorney  general,  who  issued 

an  opinion  regarding  the  proper  construction  to  be  placed 
upon  chapters  362,  Laws  of  1905;  486,  Laws  of  1905;  and  357, 
Laws  of  1899,  all  of  which  bear  upon  the  question  of  free  and 
reduced  transportation.  .  The  opinion  of  the-  attorney  general 
is  a  detailed  discussion  of  the  various  legal  points  involved  as 
well  as  a  presentation  of  the  main  court  decisions  bearing  upon 
the  same.  It  is  held  that  it  is  the  settled  policy  of  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  that  no  person  holding  a  position  under  the  laws 
thereof  or  under  the  ordinance  of  a  city  or  town  and  no  candi- 
date or  member  of  a  political  party  shall  be  the  holder  or  user 
of  free  transportation  in  any  form  or  receive  favors  in  that 
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respect  from  railway  companies  which  are  not  extended  to  tte 
public  in  general,  and  that  it  is  unlawful  for  railway  com- 
panies to  furnish  the  same  to  state  officers,  committees  or  candi- 
dates, and  that  transportation  acquired  by  a  public  oflScer 
which  is  paid  for  in  whole  or  in  part  by  services  is  free  trans- 
portation as  defined  by  chapter  486,  Laws  of  1905. 

25.  W.  J.  Dniecker,  112  South  Clark  St.,  Chicago.  Com- 
plaint re^^arding  rates  on  lime  from  Lime  Kilns,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  south  of  IMdlwaulvee,  especially  Racine  and  Keno- 
sha, as  compared  with  rates  on  the  same  commodity  from  Chi- 
cago to  such  points. 

The  rates  on  lime  from  lime  producing  points  in  southern 
and  eastern  Wisconsin  were  compiled  and  the  results  made 
the  "basis  of  informal  conferences  in  the  office  of  the  Commis- 
sion. The  competitive  relations  of  points  like  Lime  Kilns, 
Grafton,  Cedarburg,  Qermantown,  Eden,  Brillion,  etc.,  were 
considered  in  detail.  After  a  careful  examination  of  all  of  the 
facts  in  the  case  the  Company  voluntarily  reduced  the  rate  on 
lime  from  six  cents  per  100  lbs.  to  four  cents  per  TOO  Iba.  from 
Lime  Kilns  to  Racine,  Wis.,  thus  placing  Lime  Kilns  on  a  basis 
wher-s  it  was  able  to  compete  with  other  manufacturing  points 
similarly  situated. 

26.  Complaint  as  to  rates  on  live  stock  from  Caryville,  Wis., 
to  Chicago. 

This  being  an  inter-state  rate  the  Commission  has  no  author- 
ity except  to  investigate.  After  an  examination  of  the  rates 
from  the  point  complained  of,  and  the  rates  from  other  points 
in  that  t>erritory,  it  appeared  that  the  rate  complained  of  was 
not  a  discriminatory  rate.  The  question  of  the  absolute  level 
in  the  rates  on  live  stock  is  now  under  consideration  by  the 
Commission. 

27.  Complaint  as  to  highway  crossing. 

The  facts  in  the  case  were  ascertained  and  the  law  appli- 
cable thereto  quoted. 

28.  Wautoma  Milling  Co.,  Wautoma,  Wis.  Overcharge  in 
freight  rates  from  Wautoma,  Wis.,  to  Chicago. 

The  claim  for  overcharge  rested  in  part  upon  the  fact  as  to 
the  tariff  which  was  in  effect  at  the  time  the  shipment  was 
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made.  The  published  rales  were  examined  and  the  exact  dat.s 
of  their  publication  as  well  as  the  date  of  shipments  ascer- 
tained, and  the  usual  correspondence  with  respect  to  claim 
conducted. 

29.  Gates  on  cement  from  Green  Bay,  Wis.,  to  Rhinelander, 
Wisconsin. 

On  examination  it  appeared  that  the  rate  between  Green 
Bay  and  Rhinelander  was  in  excess  of  the  rat«  between  I\[il- 
waukee  and  St.  Paul.  After  correspondence  with  the  Railway 
Company  tb3  rate  complained  of  was  reduced  to  the  Milwaukee- 
St.  Paul  basis,  thus  placing  Green  Bay  on  the  same  footing 
with  Milwaukee.  Other  questions  raised  by  the  petitioner 
involved  the  matter  of  lake  competition  and  the  relation  of  the 
various  lake  ports  to  one  another. 

30.  H.  E.  McEachron  Co.,  Wausau,  Wis.  Complaint  regard- 
ing reconsignment  charge  of  $2.00  per  car. 

See  case  No.  19. 

31.  Kiel  Mfg.  Co.,  Kiel,  Wis.  Refusal  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  to  place  cars  on  shipper's  side  tracks  for 
loading  less  than  carload  shipments. 

Petitioner  stated  that  the  Railway  Company  refused  to  con- 
tinue to  load  less  than  carload  shipments  on  petitioner's  side 
tracks,  as  it  had  done  theretofore,  on  the  ground  that  such 
loading  was  in  violation  of  the  Railraod  Commission  Law  of 
Wisconsin.  After  correspondence  with  both  parties  the  com- 
pany resumed  its  custom  of  permitting  such  loading. 

32.  Complaint  as  to  rates  on  oats  and  potatoes  from  Chetek, 
Wis.,  to  points  on  Lake  Superior. 

After  some  correspondence  and  collection  of  facts  the  peti- 
tioner advised  the  Commission  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  furnish  the  desired  information.  This  information  was 
necessary  to  the  Commission  in  order  to  pursue  its  inquiries 
and  the  matter  was  therefore  dropped. 

33.  0.  6.  Kinney,  Colfax,  Wis.  Complaint  as  to  rates  on 
grain  from  Colfax,  Wis.,  to  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

This  complaint  was  made  the  subject  of  a  good  many  let- 
ters and  some  informal  conferences  but  nothing  came  of  these. 
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Later  the  complainant  filed  a  formal  complaint,  which  was 
made  a  part  of  the  proceedings  in  the  matter  of  grain  rates  in 
Wisconsin,  rererred  to  in  that  part  of  the  present  report  which 
deals  with  foi-raal  complaints.    See  page  198. 

34.  Little  Wolf  River  Lumber  Co.,  Manawa,  Wis..  Com 
plaint  regarcing  rates  on  hard  coal  from  Green  Bay  to  Mana. 
wa,  referring  also  to  the  inequality  in  coal  rates  to  Manawa 
as  compared  with  rates  on  the  same  line  of  railway  to  points 
in  western  Wisconsin.  A  conference  was  held  in  the  office 
ot  the  Comn.i.^:siun  with  the  general  freight  agent  of  tho  Green 
Bay  &  Western  Railroad,  as  a  result  of  which  a  new  schedule 
ot  rales  providing  for  reductions  and  re-adjustments,  to  various 
points  on  the  Green  Bay  &  Western,  including  Manawa,  wds 

greed  upon.     These  rates  are  published  in  G.  F.  D.  1223. 

35.  Complaint  as  to  inter-state  express  rates;  also  as  to  cer- 
tain telegraph  rates. 

The  subject  of  this  complaint  was  made  the  matter  of  con- 
siderable correspondence  between  the  complainant,  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  Express  Company  involved.  Rt^pi^esentative^ 
of  the  Express  Company  expressed  a  desire  to  have  1110:^3  speci- 
fic information  furnished  them  as  to  the  grievances  of  the 
complainant.  The  Commission  did  not  f^  el  certain  that  it  un- 
derstood exactly  what  the  grievances  were  and  requastod  the 
complainant  to  submit  a  clear  statement  of  his  complaint.  For 
some  reason  the  request  of  the  Commission  was  not  'complied 
with  and  the  matter  was  therefore  dropped  until  tho  entire 
express  busines.<  can  be  taken  up. 

36.  Complaint  regarding  switching  charges  on  stone  at 
Janesville,  Wis. 

It  appears  that  the  complainant  had  made  a  contract  for  the 
delivery  of  a  number  of  carloads  of  stone  to  a  point  near  the 
railway  track  in  the  city  of  Janesville  where  he  was  con- 
structing a  residence.  This  contract  with  the  ownei's  of  the 
quarry  was  entered  into  on  the  assumption  that  the  Railway 
Company  would  continue  to  transport  such  st  ^ne  at  the  switch- 
ing charge  which  had  bern  in  effect  theretofore.  One  carload 
of  stone  was  thus  shipped.  The  Company  refused  to  haul  addi- 
tional cars  on  the  ground  that  it  was  prohibited  under  the  Rail- 
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road  Commission  law  froin  perforining  switchinc^  s?ervices  of 
this  kind  for  the  price  named  and  that  the  complainant  would 
be  oblijred  to  have  his  stone  shipped  as  if  billed  from  Avalon, 
the  first  station  out  of  Janesville,  on  this  line  to  Madison. 
This  case  is  typical  of  a  number  of  similar  cases  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  Commission  was  called  during  the  first  few 
months  of  its  existence.  Since  that  time  the  railway  com- 
panies have  compiled  and  published  their  switching  schedules 
for  all  stations  within  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  as  a  result  of 
which  complaints  of  this  kind  are  not  likely  to  recur. 

37.  L.  G.  Eamm,  Medford,  Wis.  Complaint  against  Wiscon- 
sin Central  Railway  Co.  for  refusal  to  grant  fiee  transporta- 
tion to  exhibitors  at  the  Wisconsin  State  Fair. 

The  complainant  was  infonned  that  tha;)ter  3G2,  Laws  of 
Wisconsin  for  1905,  permits  the  Iiailway  Cj  r.^jiny  to  transport 
property  which  is  to  be  exhibited  at  the  WiscoiiFrin  State  Fair 
free  or  at  reduced  rates.  The  law  further  provides  that  upon 
any  shipment  of  live  stock  or  other  property  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  require  the  care  of  an  attondant  the  railway  may  f  jr- 
nish  to  the  shipper,  or  some  person  desig-natod  by  him,  free 
transportation  for  such  attendant  including  return  passage  to 
the  point  at  which  the  shipment  originate^,  provided  that 
there  shall  be  no  discrimination  in  ix^feioncc  thereto  between 
such  shippers.  Since  the  complainant  did  not  desire  to  ship 
any  live  stock,  or  any  other  species  of  property  that  required 
the  care  of  an  attendant  while  the  property  was  in  transit,  it 
was  held  that  the  complainant  had  no  right  to  such  f r.  e  trans- 
portation and  that  the  AVisconsin  Central  Eailway  Company 
was  correct  in  its  position  that  the  law  forbids  the  giving  of 
the  free  transportation  which  was  requested. 

38.  Complaint  as  to  the  rules  of  the  Wisconsin  Car  Service 
Association. 

The  complainant  took  the  position  that  thc>  rule  of  the  Car 
Service  Association  requirincr  the  payment  of  demurrafro  after 
48  hours  was  unjust  and  unreasonable,  on  the  ground  that  at 
small  places,  where  facilities  for  unloading  are  not  always  n-s 
good  as  they  are  at  lartror  places,  it  is  a  physical'  impossibility  to 
unload  certain  commoditirs  within  that  time,  especially  when 
the  weather  conditions  are  unfavorable  and  when  a  consider- 
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able  number  of  cars  arrive  at  the  same  time.  This  matter  was 
taken  up  by  the  Commission  with  the  manager  of  the  Wiscon- 
sin Car  Service  Association,  who  answered  the  series  of  ques- 
tions which  the  complainant  had  submitted.  After  the  rules 
had  been  thoroughly  discussed  and  explained  the  complainant 
dropped  the  matter. 

39.  Complaint  regarding  overcharge  on  household  goods  ship- 
ped from  Portland,  Ore.,  to  Neenah,  Wis. 

The  Commission  submitted  to  the  complainant  a  statement 
of  the  published  rates  in  effect  between  the  points  mentioned 
and  explained  the  position  of  the  Commission  with  reference 
to  claims  of  this  kind. 

40.  Dodge  Creameries  Company,  Lake  Mills,  Wis.  Complaint 
regarding  through  rates  on  dairy  products  from  Lake  Mills  to 
the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

Complainant's  rate  to  Chicago  is  30.8  cents  per  100  lbs.,  21.5 
cents  to  Waukesha,  and  25.5  cents  to  Milwaukee.  In  billing 
to  New  York  or  any  of  the  seaboard  towns  it  pays  28  cents 
to  Chicago  on  through  billing  and  65  cents  per  100  lbs.  from 
thore  to  the  seaboard^  If  it  ships  to  Waukesha,  to  which  the 
rate  is  21.5  cents,  and  unloads  the  butter  and  rebills  the  same, 
thus  taking  the  Chicago  or  100  per  cent  points  rate  to  the  sea- 
board, the  total  through  rate  is  6^/4  cents  or  more  below  the 
rate  by  way  of  Chicago.  In  other  words  the  complainant  de- 
sires a  through  rate  from  Lake  Mills  to  Atlantic  seaboard 
points  which  is  equal  to  the  combination  of  rates  from  Lake 
Mills  to  Waukesha  and  thence  to  the  seaboard. 

The  question  raised  by  the  complainant  involved  in  part  a 
construction  of  the  concentration  rules  in  effect  on  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Eailway,  and  also  the  construction  of  the 
rules  goveming  rates  to  the  seaboard  from  points  outsid-e  of 
100  per  cent  territory.  After  some  correspondence  and  sev- 
eral informal  conferences  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  this 
apparent  anomaly  in  the  rate  was  corrected  and  shipments  are 
now  made  on  a  through  billing  directly  from  Lake  Mills  to 
eastern  points,  basrd  on  Waukesha  rates. 

41.  Complaint  as  to  rates  on  lumber  from  Birnamwood,  Wij. 
to  Waterloo,  Wis 
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The  Railway  Company  refused  voluntarily  to  issrue  a  joint 
rate  between  the  points  mentioned  and  the  complainant  re- 
fused to  file  a  formal  complaint;  therefore  the  matter  was 
dropped. 

42.  Complaint  as  to  express  rates  on  automobiles. 
Correspondence  only. 

43.  Hugo  Sehwarting,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  Complaint  regard- 
ing expi-ess  rates  on  magazines  between  Chicago  and  Green  Bay. 

This  being  an  inter-state  rate  the  Commission  is  without  juris- 
diction.  Nevertheless,  the  matter  was  investigated  and  cor- 
respondence with  interested  parties  conducted.  The  complain- 
ant desired  to  have  the  Express  Company  put  into  effect  the 
same  rate  from  Green  Bay  to  Chicago  that  was  in  effect  from 
Chicago  to  Green  Bay.  The  Express  Company  maintained  that 
shipments  from  Chicago  to  Green  Bay  v/ere  made  regularly  :*n 
definite  quantities  and  that  because  of  the  volume  of  the  ship- 
ments and  the  regularity  with  which  they  were  made  a  lower 
rate  could  be  charged  than  for  return  shipments,  which  were 
made  irregularly  and  in  quantities  varying  greatly  from  time 
to  time.  The  company  expressed  its  willingness  to  accept  the 
same  charge  for  return  shipments  if  the  same  quantities  were  to 
be  offered  for  shipment. 

44.  R.  S.  Joslin,  Mauston,  Wis.  Complaint  alleging  dis- 
crimination in  granting  space  for  coal  sheds. 

The  complainant  stated  that  ground  desired  by  him  had  been 
given  to  a  competitor  and  that  thereby  it  has  been  impossible 
for  him  to  develop  his  business  in  the  manner  to  which  he  be- 
lieves he  is  entitled.  A  sketch  was  submitted  showing  the  rela^ 
tive  location  of  the  different  properties  adjacent  to  the  right- 
of-way  and  on  the  right-of-way.  After  considerable  cor- 
respondence the  complainant  wrote  the  Commission  that  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  the  Railway  Company 
had  adjusted  things. 

45.  Minnie  B.  Young,  Watertown,  Wis.  Complaint  on  ac- 
count of  the  refusal  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way Co.  to  give  transportation  to  the  family  of  an  old  em- 
ploye. 
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The  facts  detailed  in  this  communication  are  quite  traiiric, 
showing  that  the  supporters  of  this  family  one  after  another 
were  stricken  do'vvn  through  mishaps  and  accidents  and  that 
one  of  the  chief  enjoyments  of  the  aged  mother  was  free  trans- 
portation which  enabled  her  to  visit  her  daughters  who  lived 
iii  widely  separated  localities.  It  appears  that  no  legal  claim 
was  definitely  established  at  any  time.  In  brief,  the  position 
of  the  Commission  was  as  follows:  In  cases  where  employes 
were  injured  in  the  service  of  a  railv/ay  company  and  promises 
of  transportation  were  made  because  of  and  in  settlement  of 
any  claims  that  might  arise  because  of  such  injuries,  and  such 
arrangement  constituted  a  contract,  it  is  not  freo  transportation 
and  does  not  come  within  the  provisions  of  the  law;  further- 
more, the  law  expressly  provides  that  destitute  and  homeless 
persons  may  be  carried  free  of  charge. 

46.  Mason-Donaldson  Lumber  Co.,  Rhinelander,  Wis.  This 
complaint  relates  to  the  rates  on  lumber  from  Superior,  Ash- 
land, Odanah  and  the  Superior  territory  in  general  to  points  in 
southern  Wisconsin. 

At  the  first  conference  held  in  reference  to  this  matter  a 
ropiTscntative  of  the  Railway  Company  stated  that  he  had  un- 
der consideration  a  rearrangement  of  these  rates  which,  when 
put  into  effect,  would  connect  the  situation  complained  of. 
After  some  correspondence  which  did  not  lead  promptly  to 
the  desired  results  the  complainants  filed  a  formal  complaint. 
A  m'mber  of  the  Commission  also  made  a  special  report  upon 
this  subject.  The  complaint  was  finally  withdl-awn.  (See 
Case  No.  4,  Formal  Complaints.) 

47.  Medford  Fruit  Package  Co.,  Medford,  Wis.  Complaint 
regarding  rates  on  bushel  baskets  and  berry-crates ;  also  in 
regard  to  the  classification  of  certain  commodities  manufac- 
tured by  the  complainant. 

This  complaint  was  formulated  with  grL  ,  care  and  detail 
by  the  complainant  and  voluminous  correspondence  ensued 
and  after  much  effort  in  this  direction,  beside  several  infonnal 
conferences,  it  was  impossible  to  reach  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion and  a  formal  complaint  was  filed.  (See  Case  No.  34, 
Formal  Complaints.) 

This  case  illustrates  perhaps  better  than  any  other  what  waai 
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referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  this  report  when  the  statement 
was  made  that  where  informal  methods  finally  fail  a  loss  of 
time  was  likely  to  ensue.  Had  this  ease  been  taken  np  in  a 
formal  manuer  at  once  it  probably  would  have  be^n  disposed 
of  with  much  less  trouble  and  at  an  earlier  date  than  was 
actually  the  case;  but  even  so  an  isolated  case  like  this  does 
not  impeach  our  confidence  in  the  general  rule  to  follow  in- 
formal methods  until  it  is  clearly  futile  to  proceed  further 
under  them. 

48  David  Muir  &  White,  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.  Complaint  Oi* 
account  of  the  refusal  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Co. 
to  permit  less  than  carload  shipments  to  be  loaded  on  a  switch 
away  from  a  station  and  then  to  switch  such  partially  loaded 
car  from  the  warehouse  to  the  depot  grounds. 

The  Company  claimed  that  uiidor  the  new  law  all  less  than 
carload  loading  would  have  to  be  dono  at  the  depot,  and  that 
the  snatching  of  a  less  than  era-load  shipment  h*om  the  complain- 
ant's warehouse  to  the  depot  would  be  a  discrimination  under 
the  law.  This  case  is  similar  to  several  others  which  were 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  during  the  first  few 
months  of  its  existence.  In  this,  as  in  the  other  cases,  the 
railway  companies  yielded  in  their  interpretation  of  the  law 
and  the  complainant  was  therefore  permitted  to  load  less  than 
carload  shipments  at  his  warehouse  and  to  hav.?  the  same  taken 
by  the  locomotive  from  there  as  had  been  customary  thereto- 
fore. 

On  October  15,  1906,  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  & 
Omaha  Railway  Co.  issued  6.  P.  D.  No.  22183  which  reads  in 
part  as  follows:  **This  company  will  switch  without  charge 
less  than  carload  shipments  of  merchandise  in  lots  of  6,000 
pounds  or  more  between  industries  located  on  its  line  and  from 
depots  provided  that  each  separat/3  consignment  in  the  car 
pays  the  less  than  carload  rate  into  or  out  of  such  depots.*' 

49.  Krom  Bros.,  Bloomville,  Wis.  Complaint  in  regard  to 
the  rates  on  grain  and  feed  stufTs  between  Minneapolis  and 
Bloomville  on  a  branch  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railway. 

The  rate  on  oats  from  the  Twin  Cities  to  Bloomville  was  14 
cents  and  the  rate  to  Heineman  7,5  cents ;  mixed  carload  ship-. 
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ments  of  grain  were  14  cents  to  Bloomville  as  compared  witli 
10  cents  to  Heineman.  Bloomville  is  only  one  and  one-half 
miles  farther  than  Heineman  and  the  complainant  maiutaineil 
that  he  was  being  discriminated  against  as  compared  with  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  same  business  in  Heineman.  The  ex- 
istence of  this  great  difference  in  the  rate  for  so  short  a  dis- 
tance was  explained  by  the  Railway  Company  as  having  been 
due  to  the  gradual  extension  of  the  system  and  the  necessity 
of  drawing  the  line  between  the  7.5  rate  and  the  higher  rate  at 
some  point.  At  an  informal  conference  it  was  agreed  to  re- 
duce the  rate  making  the  Bloomville  ratos  1  cent  higher  than 
the  Heineman  rate  which  the  complainants  accepted  as  satis- 
factory. 

50.  H.  J.  Canar  &  Co.,  ]\Iondovi,  Wis.  Complaint  regarding 
rates  between  Mondovi  and  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis. 

The  complaint  alleged  that  the  rates  between  Mondovi  and 
the  Twin  Cities  were  too  high  as  compared  with  rates  on  the 
same  commodity  between  Mondovi  and  Chicago.  This  re- 
ferred especially  to  fourth  class  rates.  The  Chicago  rate  was 
25  cents  and  the  Minneapolis  rate  24  cents.  The  complain- 
ant was  informed  that  the  rates  complained  of  being  inter- 
state this  Commission  would  have  no  pow^r  except  to  investi- 
gate, report  and  bring  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission.   Further  information  was  called  for. 

51.  Riveiside  Fibre  &  Paper  Co.,  Apploton,  AVis.  Inquiry  in 
regard  to  the  right  of  the  Railway  Company  to  make  half  tariff 
rates  on  machinery  and  materials  used  in  constructing  manu- 
facturing plants. 

At  a  conference  between  a  member  of  the  Commission  and 
the  manufacturing  firm  the  manager  of  the  establishment 
stated  that  their  building  was  not  yet  complrted  and  that  they 
had  no  positive  contract  with  the  Railway  Companies  in  regard 
to  the  charge  that  was  to  be  made  on  materials  shipped  in  but 
-hat  they  had  an  understanding  whereby  they  expected  to  re- 
ceive half  rates  on  such  material.  The  general  question  in- 
s^olved  in  this  case  was  disposed  of  in  another  connection  in  an 
)pinion  issued  by  the  Commission.  (See  Case  No.  87,  Formal 
Complaints.) 
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52.  C.  N.  Lippitt,  Beloit,  Wis.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  check  a  trunk  con- 
taining, among  other  things,  blankets. 

Refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  rested  upon  the  construction 
of  the  published  rules  governing  the  transportation  of  bag- 
gage. This  and  some  other  cases  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
Commission  was  called  led  to  an  inquiry  with  reference  to  the 
rules  governing  the  transportation  of  baggage.  Different  com- 
panies submitted  their  printed  rules  and  discussed  the  same 
and  answered  such  inquires  as  were  put  to  them  in  letters  re- 
lating to  the  subject.  It  is  believed  that  the  railways  now 
apply  uniform  rules  to  all  alike. 

53.  M.  Sherman,  Fort  Atkinson,  Wis.  A  complaint  because 
of  the  refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  to  grant  reduced  rates 
to  veterans  of  the  Civil  War. 

For  reasons  explained  in  Part  1  of  this  report  the  question 
of  reducing  rates  to  veterans  of  the  civil  war  was  submitted 
^to  the  attorney  general.  The  attorney  general  held,  and  in 
this  opinion  the  Commission  fully  coincide,  that  when  railway 
companies  were  in  the  habit  of  giving  reduced  rates  to  soldiers 
of  the  civil  war  before  the  passage  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion  law  they  were  not  precluded  from  continuing  that  prac- 
tice under  the  law.  Under  the  construction  put  upon  the  law 
by  the  Commission  and  the  attorney  general  the  railway  com- 
panies need  not  discontinue  the  practice  because  of  the  Rail- 
road Commission  law.  If  the  railway  companies  desired  to 
discontinuing:  this  practice  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  their 
revenues  that  is  quite  another  question. 

54.  S.  S.  Little,  Menasha,  Wis.  The  complainant,  in  his  ca^ 
pacity  of  city  clerk  of  the  city  of  Menasha,  complained  of  the 
neglect  or  refus"al  of  the  Railway  Company  to  build  a  cement 
walk  across  its  right-of-way  at  street  intersection ;  also  the  in- 
quiry as  to  the  power  of  municipalities  to  compel  railway 
companies  to  raise  or  lower  their  tracks  so  as  to  conform  to 
the  grades  established  by  local  authorities.  The  correspon- 
dence in  this  case  included  an  opinion  from  the  attorney  <;en- 
eral  substantially  as  follows:  ** Chapter  173,  Laws  of  1899,  a^ 
amended  by  chapter  159,  Laws  of  19()r),  empowers  the  board 
of  public  works  of  any  city  to  fix  the  standard  for  sidewalks 

24— R.  R. 
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and  to  compel  the  owners  of  property  to  build  such  sidewalks 
along  their  property  adjoining  public  highways.  Railroad 
companies  and  other  corporations  are  not  exempt  from  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law.  It  is  my  opinion  that  so  far  as  railroad 
crossings  are  concerned  the  city  authorities  have  the  power  to 
require  the  elevation  of  railroad  tracks.  This  power  was 
given  to  cities  under  sub-division  51  of  sections  925-52  Wiscon- 
sin Statutes  1898.  It  is  quite  probable  that  without  any  stat- 
ute on  the  subject,  cities  would  have  the  right  in  the  exercise 
of  their  police  powers  when  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the 
public  demands  to  require  the  elevation  of  tracks  at  street 
crossings.  Railroad  corporations  are  subject  to  such  legislative 
control  as  may  be  necessary  to  protect  the  public  against 
danger  and  the  exercise  of  such  power  is  a  proper  exercise  of 
the  police  power  of  tlie  state.  B,  B.  Company  vs.  Bristol,  151 
U.  S.  656.  A  city  may  change  its  grade  of  streets  and  compel 
the  railroad  company  to  conform  thereto." 

55.  Hummel  &  Downing,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Inquiry  with 
reference  to  the  advance  made  by  the  United  States  Express 
Company  in  the  rates  on  paper  boxes. 

The  sume  question  was  raised  in  another  complaint  discussed 
in  this  report.       (See  No.  61.) 

56.  Cornelius  Wheeler,  Governor  National  Home  for  Soldiers, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  Complaint  because  of  the  refusal  of  railway 
companies  to  continue  the  custom  of  granting  inmates  of  sol- 
diers' homes  half  rates. 

Both  the  Commission  and  the  attorney  general  held  that  a 
reduced  rate  is  p«ermissible  under  section  8  of  the  Commission 
Law  provided  such  a  rate  is  given  to  all  alike  who  are  inmates 
of  such  homes  receiving  support  therein  under  the  terms  of  the 
statutes  referred  to.  The  complainant  also  submitted  extracts 
from  laws  of  the  United  States  bearing  upon  both  national 
and  state  homes.  Negotiations  were  carried  on  directly  be- 
tween Governor  Wheeler  and  the  railway  companies  result- 
ing in  the  restoration  of  the  half  rate  fare. 

57.  Upham  &  Alger,  Chicago,  111.  Complaint  regarding  the 
rates  on  lumber  from  Rhinelander  to  Milwaukee  and  Racine 
as  compared  with  rates  from  Ashland  to  the  same  points. 
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The  rate  from  Ashland  to  ]\Iilwaukee  and  Racine  is  10  cents 
as  compared  with  an  11  cent  rate  from  Rhinelander,  Toma- 
hawk and  adjacent  points  to  Milwaukee  and  Racine.  It  was 
explained  that  the  Ashland  rate  is  governed  by  water  compe- 
tition and  that  the  same  cannot  be  used  as  the  measure  of  i\\e 
reasonableness  of  a  rate  from  interior  towns. 

58.  A  complaint  alleging  discrimination  by  granting  to  cer- 
tain private  contractors  the  free  use  of  cinders  accumulated 
in  the  round-house  of  the  Railway  Company. 

59.  Badger  Fruit  &  Produce  Co.,  Ripon,  Wis.  Complaint 
because  of  the  refusal  of  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  refund  an  al- 
leged overcharge  on  a  shipment  of  apples  from  Ripon  to  Cal- 
umet, Michigan. 

In  the  first  place  this  is  a  question  of  legal  claim  over  which 
the  Commission  has  limited  jurisdiction  as  explained  in  Part  I.. 
In  the  second  place  the  matter  coniplained  of  is  interstate  com- 
merce and  outside  of  the  direct  jurisdiction  of  this  Commis- 
sion. It  was  claimed  on  behalf  of  the  Railway  Company  that 
the  alleged  overcharge  was  due  to  errors  in  weight.  The 
shipper  appears  to  have  taken  as  his  basis  for  the  calculation 
of  freight  rates  an  estimated  weight  of  a  certain  number  of 
pounds  per  barrel  while  the  company  claims  to  have  taken 
the  actual  weight.  The  complainant  was  informed  that  the 
Commission  had  no  authority  to  compol  the  Railway  Company 
to  allow  claims  and  that  there  appears  to  exist  a  bona  fide  dis- 
pute between  the  parties  as  to  the  exact  facts  in  the  case  and 
that  the  only  place  in  which  such  dispute  can  be  settled  is  in 
the  courts. 

60.  A  verbal  complaint  against  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  alleging  discriminatory  rates  on 
oats  and  other  grain  from  points  in  eastern  Wisconsin  to  Ber- 
lin. The  complainant  filed  an  expense  bill  which  had  been 
given  to  him  by  a  resident  of  Berlin,  for  whom  he  was  acting. 
The  consignee  was  written  to  for  further  information,  but  he 
advised  the  Commission  that  he  had  nothing  further  to  offer 
and  the  matter  was  discontinued. 
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61.  Ira  L.  Henry  Co.,  Waterlown,  Wis.  Protest  against  the 
proposed  change  in  classification  of  paper  boxes  by  Express 
Companies. 

The  Express  Company  made  the  application  for  changes  in 
the  classification  of  paper  boxes  in  connection  with  a  similar 
application  applying  to  other  commodities.  Immediately  on 
the  receipt  of  such  application  the  Commission  sent  letters  of 
inquiry  to  all  parties  who  would  have  interest  in  the  matter, 
whose  names  and  addresses  could  be  ascertained.  The  Express 
Companies  were  also  informed  that  before  the  Commission 
could  intelligently  consider  a  question  of  that  kind  it  would 
be  necessary  for  them  to  submit  to  the  Commission  detailed 
financial  statements  on  th3  basis  of  which  some  judgment 
might  be  formed  with  reference  to  the  returns  afforded  to  the 
express  companies  by  the  existing  classification  and  rates. 
Following  this  correspondence  the  express  companies  petitioned 
the  Commission  for  leave  to  withdraw  their  application. 

62.  Richard  Neunebel,  Newberg,  Wis.  Complaint  in  regard 
to  less  than  carload  rates  on  hay  from  Rice  Lake  to  Milwaukee. 

The  complainant  was  informed  that  the  rate  charged  was  the 
published  rate  and  that  the  road  would  therefore  have  no 
right  to  charge  him  any  other.  If,  however,  it  was  the  belief 
that  the  rate  was  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unjust  the  Com- 
mission would  hear  the  case  and  decide  it  on  its  merits. 

63.  Green  Bay  &  Western  Railroad  Co.,  Green  Bay,  Wis. 
Request  for  a  ruling  with  reference  to  the  publication  of  tariff 
schedules  in  shorter  periods  of  time  than  those  prescribed  by 
law. 

This  inquiry  is  similar  to  a  number  of  cases  which  have 
from  time  to  time  come  before  the  Commission  involving 
a  request  to  be  permitted  to  make  a  certain  rate  effective  in 
less  than  ten  days  time.  In  all  applications  of  this  kind  the 
Commission  has  acted  in  accordance  with  the  facts  before  it. 
Where  no  harm  could  apparently  be  done  and  possibly  a  little 
or  much  good  be  derived  from  having  a  rate  p:o  into  offoot 
in  less  than  ten  days  the  Commission  has  granted  authority  to 
do  so.  In  a  number  of  instances  rates  have  been  a;ithori;:o(i 
by  telephone  or  telegraph.  In  these  cases  the  circumstances 
were  urgent  and  the  Commission  felt  fully  justified  in  exer- 
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cising  the  discretionary  powers  which  the  law  has,  we  think 
wisely  granted  to  it. 

64.  Johnson  Service  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Complaint  alleg- 
ing a  combination  of  express  companies  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing up  rates  and  alleging  further  that  twenty  years  ago  rates 
were  lower  than  they  now  are. 

The  complainant  was  requested  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
statements  of  rates  paid  by  him  on  articles  transported  in  con- 
nection with  his  business  for  as  many  years  back  as  possible. 
Other  manufacturers  and  shippers  in  the  state  were  requested 
to  report  similar  facts.  Letters  were  addressed  to  the  Express 
Companies  asking  them  to  submit  tariffs  or  schedules  of  rates 
which  were  in  effect  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  years 
1885,  1890,  1895  and  1900,  the  rates  for  1905  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Commission.  Since  the  Express  Companies  have 
never  heretofore  been  required  to  file  all  their  rates  it  was 
found  impossible  to  collect  the  desired  information.  Some  old 
rate  schedules  were  secured  but  all  the  material  available  at 
present  is  not  nearly  sufficient  for  making  an  intelligent  com- 
parative study  of  express  rates  in  effect  during  certain  pre- 
ceding decades.  It  is  of  course  well  known  that  under  the  new 
Interstate  Commerce  Law  all  interatate  express  rates  will  be 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  As  suggested 
elsewhere  in  this  report  the  Commission  contemplates  a 
thorough  investigation  of  the  entire  subject  of  express  rates. 

65.  McQuire  Hay  &  Grain  Co.,  Chippewa  Falls,  Wis.  Com- 
plaint on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to 
pay  for  damages  sustained  in  shipping  a  car  of  hay  in  a  de- 
fective car  from  Rosedale  to  Chicago. 

The  powers  and  duties  of  the  Commission  in  the  matter  of 
claims  were  explained  to  the  complainant  and  the  usual  cor- 
respondence conducted. 

66.  N.  P.  Johnson,  Breed,  Wis.  Complaint  against  the  Chi- 
cago &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  for  charging  an  ex- 
cessive rate  on  logs  from  Breed,  Wisconsin,  to  Chicago,  Illinois. 

It  is  the  custom  of  railway  companies  to  carry  logs  at  a 
low  rate  to  manufacturing  plants  located  at  points  on  their  re- 
si)ective  lines.    Under  such  an  arrangement  it  is  calculated 
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that  the  outgoing  rate  on  lumber  will  compensate  for  the  rela- 
tively low  rate  on  lo^s  in.  The  railways  maintain  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  expected  to  carry  logs  to  a  point  like  Chicago 
at  less  than  the  lumber  rate  w-hich  was  the  claim  set  up  by  the 
complainant.  Tho  rate  charged  on  the  shipment  of  logs  con- 
cerning which  complaint  was  made  was  the  legally  published 
rate  and  the  only  rate  applicable. 

.67.  Qaynor  Cranberry  Co.,  Grand  Rapids,  Wis.  Inquiry  re- 
lating to  special  rates  to  cranberry  piekers  along  the  line  of 
the  Green  Bay  &  Western  Railway. 

After  correspon donee  at  an  infoniial  conference  in  the  office 
of  the  Commission  it  was  held  that  the  Railway  Company  had 
the  power  under  the  law  to  continue  the  custom  of  granting 
reduced  rates  to  cranberry  pickers  providing  there  is  no  dis- 
crimination among  different  employers  of  that  kind  of  labor. 

68.  Schrorder  &  Daly,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Complaint  in  re- 
gard to  rates  on  butter  from  Sturgeon  Bay  to  Milwaukee  com- 
pared with  the  rate  to  Chicago. 

The  published  rate  from  Sturgeon  Bay  to  Milwaukee  was 
33  cents  and  from  Sturgeon  Bay  to  Chicago  22  cents.  The 
tariff  giving  the  22  cent  rate  contained  a  notation  that  the 
same  was  granted  on  account  of  water  competition.  At  an  in- 
formal conference  it  was  admitted  by  all  that  there  was  as 
much  water  competition  at  Milwaukee  as  there  was  at  Chicago, 
and  that  therefore  Milwaukee  was  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
this  competition.  The  Railway  Company  at  once  made  arrange- 
ments with  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Railway  for  the  joint  rate  of  22 
cents  to  Milwaukee. 

69.  Great  Northern  Railway  Company. 

Application  for  approval  of  interlocking  plant  at  State  Line. 

70.  Green  Bay  &  Western  Railroad  Company.  Request  for  a 
ruling  with  respect  to  the  custom  of  granting  employes  of  the 
company  half  tariff  rates  for  shipments  of  coal  for  home  con- 
sumption. 

It  was  held  by  the  Commission  that  if  such  reduced  rates 
were  given  as  a  part  consideration  for  services  performed  and 
and  the  coal  thus  shipped  wa::  ^^sed  by  employes  in  their  own 
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households  it  would  be  permissible  to  grant  such  rates  pro- 
vided the  tariff  giving  the  rate  was  published  and  filed  with 
the  Commission  like  all  other  rates. 

71.  Steams  Bros.,  Monroe,  Wis.  Complaint  regarding  rates 
on  milch  cows  from  Cumberland,  Wis.,  to  Monroe,  Wis.,  as  com- 
pared with  the  rates  from  Cuniberland  to  Chicago  and  from 
equi-distant  Iowa  points. 

On  examination  of  the  tariffs  it  was  found  that  there  were 
no  joint  rates  in  effect  between  the  Omaha  and  the  Illinois 
Central  Railways  and  that  under  the  circumstances  the  Com- 
mission would  have  no  power  to  act,  should  it  finally  decide 
that  some  action  was  necessary,  unless  the  complainant  made  a 
formal  complaiat  consequent  upon  the  refusal  of  the  Railway 
Company  to  quote  him  a  reasonable  joint  rate.  The  rates  on 
cattle  throughout  the  state  are  now  being  considered  by  the 
Commission. 

72.  D.  G.  James,  Treasurer,  Wisconsin  Veterans'  Home, 
Waupaca,  Wis.  Complaint  in  regard  to  the  withdrawal  by  the 
Railway  Company  of  free  transportation  to  the  officers  of  the 
said  Home  and  half  rates  to  the  inmates  of  the  Home. 

This  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  officers  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway  Company  and  the  Wisconsin  Passenger  As- 
sociation. The  complainant  had  conferences  with  the  Com- 
mission and  with  the  officials  referred  to,  as  a  result  of  which 
satisfactory  arrangements  were  made  and  a  tariff  published 
soon  thereafter  authorizing  the  granting  of  half  rate  tickets 
to  inmates  of  the  Waupaca  Home. 

The  question  of  the  validity  of  such  action  was  submitted 
to  the  attorney  prcneral  who  held  that  the  Wisconsin  Veter- 
ans' Home  at  Waupaca  was  not  a  state  institution  although 
support  is  given  to  it  by  the  state ;  that  its  officers  or  trustees 
are  elected  by  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  and  are  not 
state  officers  and  that  consequently  they  may  receive  or  may 
accept  free  and  reduced  transportation.  He  also  held  that  the 
Wisconsin  Veterans'  Hoiro  was  a  charitable  institution  sup- 
ported mainly  by  the  st^te  and  that  the  trustees  and  inmates  of 
that  institution  ''come  within  the  exception  contained  in  sec- 
tion 8  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  as  agents  of  a  charitable 
institution  and  the  inmates  ncvt  being  state  officers,  may  law- 
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fully  receive  such  favors  in  the  way  of  transportation  or  re- 
duced fare  as  the  railway  companies  may  choose  to  extend/' 

73.  J.  R.  Monteith,  Preston,  Wis.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  failure  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ey.  Co.  to  furnish  proper  station 
facilities  at  Preston. 

The  complaint  is  signed  by  the  petitioner  and  one  hundred 
twenty-two  residents  of  Preston  and  the  immediate  vicinity. 
The  Commission  took  the  matter  up  at  once  with  the  Railway 
Company  which  agreed  to  proceed  immediately  to  install  a 
waiting-room  which  will  be  provided  with  seats  and  kept 
wannit  The  company  also  agreed  to  arrange  to  have  some 
one  act  as  station  agent  at  that  place  although  the  business  of 
the  company  at  Preston  was  not  sufficient  to  warrant  any  large 
expenditure  of  money  on  their  part  in  the  maintenance  of 
this  station.  The  arrangements  agreed  to  by  the  company  were 
entirely  satisfactory  to  the  citizens  of  Preston. 

74.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Co.  Application  for 
the  approval  of  interlocking  plant  at  Laona. 

75.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Co.  Application  for  the 
approval  of  interloeking  plant  at  Montrose  Siding. 

76.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Co.  Application  for 
the  approval  of  interlocking  plant  at  Calumet  Yard  Junction 
n.ear  Sheboygan. 

78.  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Co.,  Ashland,  Wis.  Complaint 
against  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway 
Co.  for  the  withdrawal  of  a  special  rate  on  wood  from  various 
points  on  its  line  to  Ashland,  Wis. 

The  complaint  of  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Co.  was  made 
about  the  same  time  that  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  & 
Omaha  Railway  Co.  submitted  its  application  for  leave  to  with- 
draw the  rate  in  question.  An  informal  conference  was  held 
and  not  long  thereafter  a  formal  hearing,  at  the  conclusion  of 
which  the  Commission  issued  its  decision  in  the  matter  which 
is  printed  as  case  No.  2  in  the  Formal  Complaints 
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79.  Lamoreux  &  Shea,  Ashland,  Wis.  Inquiry  regarding 
rates  on  logs  from  points  on  the  Superior  &  Southeastern  Rail- 
way Company's  line  to  Ashland. 

The  contents  of  the  letter  were  immediately  communicated 
to  the  Railway  Company  and  shortly  thereafter  the  complainant 
wrote  the  Commission  that  the  differences  between  their  client, 
the  Lake  Superior  Lumber  &  Box  Co.,  and  the  Railway  Company 
had  been  amicably  adjusted. 

80.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Co.  Application 
for  the  approval  of  an  interlocking  plant  on  Washington 
Street,  Milwaukee. 

81.  W.  H.  Prisk,  Monticello,  Wis.  Complaint  regarding  a 
dangerous  railway  crossing  near  the  city  of  Monticello,  Green 
County. 

The  petitioner  is  chairman  of  the  town  of  Mount  Pleasant 
in  which  Monticello  is  situated.  After  some  correspondence, 
an  informal  conference,  and  a  visit  to  the  locality  by  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  it  appeared  to  the  petitioner  that  possibly 
nothing  would  come  of  these  proceedings  and  he  therefore  filed 
a  formal  complaint.  The  matter,  however,  was  settled  infor- 
mally but  the  account  of  the  proceeding  is  published  in  con- 
nection with  case  No.  14  of  the  Formal  Proceedings. 

82.  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company.  Request  for  rul- 
ing in  regard  to  the  granting  of  stop-over  privileges  on  hun- 
ters' tick*  ts  at  points  north  of  Abbotsford  on  the  Wisconsin 
Central  Railway. 

The  Company  was  informed  that  if  it  would  file  with  the 
Commission  the  rules  and  re^'^ulations  governing  such  stop- 
over privileges  the  Commission  would  approve  of  the  same 
and  authorize  it  to  go  into  effect  immediately  if  desired. 

83.  Inquiry  regarding  the  application  of  the  long  and  short 
haul  clause  to  shipments  from  points  intermediate  between  the 
Twin  Cities  and  Chicago. 

The  correspondent  is  a  resident  of  Lodi,  Wis.  The  inquiry 
related  to  the  legality  of  charging  the  higher  rate  fro'ii  an  inter- 
mediate point  than  is  charfjed  from  St.  l^aul  and  ]\Iim:\i|)(>lis  to 
Chicago.  He  was  informed  that  the  Interstate  Conir.ierce  Law 
provides  that  no  greater  amount  shall  be  charged  for  the  short 
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haul  than  for  the  long  haul  when  the  short  haul  is  included 
within  the  long  and  th<e  circumstances  and  conditions  are  sub- 
stantially similar.  There  is  no  long  and  short  haul  clause  in  the 
Wisconsin  law  and  the  railway  companies  undoubtedly  have  the 
right  to  charge  more  from  intermediate  points  than  from  com- 
petitive points  farther  away  provided  that  the  competition  at 
such  more  distant  points  is  sufficient  to  establish  dissimilar  con- 
ditions by  virtue  of  which  under  a  decision  of  the  Federal  Su- 
preme Court  they  may  charge  less  than  from  nearer  points  on 
the  same  line  for  shipments  in  the  same  direction. 

84.  A.  J.  Cierzan,  Dodge,  Wis.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  Green  Bay  &  Western  Railway  Company 
to  build  a  stock-yard  or  '* shut-in"  at  Dodge  in  Trempealeau 
County. 

The  Railway  Company  offered  the  complainants  the  following 
alternative:  (1)  Complainants  to  build  a  small  stock-yard  at 
their  own  expense  and  the  company  to  reimburse  them  by  al- 
lowing one-half  of  its  earnings  on  each  car  until  the  total  ex- 
pense has  been  covered;  (2)  the  company  to  build  a  small  yard 
and  chute. 

85.  W.  E.  Martner,  Prbirie  du  Chien,  Wis.  Inquiry  regard- 
ing the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  pay  the  tolls  on  live- 
stock and  produce  carried  to  it  over  a  certain  bridge. 

It  was  held  that  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  very  good 
reason  why  the  tolls  were  paid  by  the  company  in  the  first  in- 
stance, neither  does  there  appear  to  be  any  good  reason  why  the 
practice  should  be  continued.  It  seemed  to  the  Commission 
that  it  would  be  wholly  outside  of  its  power  to  order  a  con- 
tinuation of  such  practice,  as  the  Railway  Company  was  acting 
within  its  rights  in  refusing  to  continue  this  privilege  any 
longer. 

86.  Teckemeyer  Candy  Co.,  Madison,  Wis.  Complaint  re- 
garding the  rate  on  peanuts  in  carload  lots  from  Norfolk, 
Virginia  to  Madison,  Wis. 

This  is  an  inter-state  rate  and  therefore  not  directly  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Rates  on  peanuts  from  Nor- 
folk, Virginia^  to  Madison,  Wis.,  and  quite  a  number  of  other 
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points,  w^re  compiled  both  for  all  rail  and  rail  and  water 
routes  and  the  information  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  com- 
plainant. 

87.  Lake  Chetek  Chatauqua  Assembly,  Chetek,  Wis.  In- 
quiry regarding  contract  with  the  Railway  Company  for  the 
transportation  of  lecturers  and  other  parties. 

It  appears  that  the  management  of  the  Lake  Chetek  Assem- 
bly had  generally  succeeded  in  securing  free  trjinsportation 
of  lecturers  and  other  persons  participating  in  the  program 
and  continuation  of  this  privilege  was  desired  but  the  Railway 
Company  refused  to  grant  free  transportation  as  it  had  been 
granted  theretofore.  Both  the  attorney  general  and  the  Com- 
mission held  that  th-e  parties  for  whom  free  transportation  was 
desired  did  not  fall  within  the  exceptions  provided  for  in  the 
Railroad  Commission  law  and  that  therefore  they  were  not 
entitled  to  free  transportation. 

88*  Request  for  information  with  respect  to  the  laws  govern- 
ing construction  of  side  track  by  shippers  and  forcing  con- 
nections with  the  same  and  the  railway  track. 

89.  The  Soo  Fuel  Co.,  Chicago,  111.  Claim  for  overcharges 
against  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  and  M.  T.  &  W.  Ry.  for  their  failure 
to  pay  certain  claims.  This  complaint  rests  primarily  upon 
the  alleged  excessive  charge  from  Tomahawk  to  Harrison  of 
4  cents  per  hundred  pounds  as  compared  with  the  rate  from 
Harrison  to  Sheboygan  of  5  cents ;  and  both  of  these  as  com- 
pared with  the  rate  of  9  cents  from  Tomahawk  to  Sheboygan 
and  7.5  cents  from  Tomahawk  to  Chicago.  The  Commission 
found  that  the  rates  charged  were  in  accordance  with  the  pub- 
lished tariffs  and  that  therefore  no  overcharge  had  been  made. 

90.  Kanawha  Fuel  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Inquiry  regard- 
ing the  liability  of  carriers  for  damages  occasioned  by  delays 
in  transit  and  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  charge  for 
the  transferring  of  coal  in  transit;  and  finally  the  right  of  the 
company  to  make  a  shipper  pay  for  the  grain  doors  if  the  same 
are  necessary. 

As  the  law  now  stands  it  does  not  permit  the  shipper  to 
charge  the  Railway  Company  demurrage  or  a  penalty  for  failure 
to  furnish  cars  and  this  Commission  is  not  empowered  to  make 
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any  rule  or  regulation  to  that  effect.  In  regard  to  the  delay 
of  goods  in  transit  the  Commission  held  that  it  is  the  common 
law  duty  of  the  carrier  to  transport  goods  with  reasonable 
promptness  and  in  the  event  of  its  failure  to  do  so  it  would  be 
liable  to  the  shipper  for  the  resulting  damages  if  any.  Such 
damages,  however,  could  be  enforced  only  through  the  courts. 

91.  Frank  Wallin,  Lannon,  Wis.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  failure  of  the  Railway  Company  to  provide  an  adequate  sup- 
ply of  cars. 

In  response  to  inquiries  by  the  Commission  the  Railway  Com- 
pany submitted  a  full  statement  of  the  number  of  cars  which 
had  been  provided  and  the  dates  upon  which  the  same  were 
sent  to  Lannon  as  well  as  the  dates  upon  which  cars  were  ship- 
ped out  loaded.  The  Commission  sent  a  special  representa- 
tive to  make  inquiries  on  the  ground.  Subsequent  to  the  in- 
vestigation the  supply  of  cars  appears  to  have  been  satisfac- 
tor}^ 

Some  complaint  was  also  made  regarding  the  rate  on  crushed 
stone.  In  order  to  determine  whether  or  not  such  complaints 
rested  upon  a  substantial  foundation  the  Railway  Company  as 
well  as  the  shippers  were  requested  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
statements  of  the  value  of  the  different  classes  of  stone  trans- 
ported in  order  that  the  relation  between  the  value  and  the 
rate  might  be  more  definitely  investigated 

92.  W.  W.  Pancratz,  Menasha,  Wis.  Inquiry  regarding 
switching  charges  imposed  by  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co. 

Since  the  date  of  this  complaint  the  switching  charges  of  the 
Railway  Company  have  been  filed  in  full  with  tlie  Commission. 
Certain  facts  which  were  essential  to  the  Commission  were  not 
furnished  and  therefore  nothing  further  was  done.  The  pub- 
lication of  the  switching  tariffs  probably  removed  all  cause 
for  further  complaint. 

93.  In  the  matter  of  commutation  tickets. 

This  was  a  complaint  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  Rail- 
way Company  to  sell  commutation  tickets  to  one  place  when 
they  sold  similar  tickets  to  numerous  other  places.  The  Com- 
mission instituted  an  inquiry  in  order  to  determine  the  manner 
in  which  commutations    were    generally   issued.    It   was   ex- 
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plained  by  the  Railway  Company  that  in  making  commutation 
rates  it  has  been  the  custom  of  all  the  railway  lines  in  the 
country  to  base  the  rates  on  the  frequency  of  individual  travel 
and  on  the  volume  of  travel.  The  rules  governing  the  selling 
of  reduced  rate  tickets  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commis- 
sion and  such  tickets  appear  to  be  available  to  all  alike  on 
equal  terms.  The  extent  to  which  commutation  tickets  can  be 
sold  to  all  places  indiscriminately  is  primarily  a  matter  of  busi- 
ness judgment  for  tlie  Railway  Company.  The  Commission  has 
no  power  to  compel  the  railway  company  to  sell  tickets  at  re- 
duced rates.  Inquiry  into  the  matter  of  passenger  fares  in 
general  embraces  a  part  of  this  complaint. 

94.  John  Bh  Gruber,  Catawba,  Wis.  Complaint  on  account 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  station  facilities  at  Catawba,  Wis. 

While  this  complaint  was  at  first  taken  up  informally  and 
the  Railway  Company  promised  to  provide  better  facilities,  it 
was  necessary  in  order  to  bring  about  the  desired  change  to 
hold  formal  hearings  and  to  make  an  order.  The  account  of 
this  complaint  is  contained  in  case  No.  10  of  the  Formal  Com- 
plaints. 

95.  Inquiry  regarding  telegraphic  instructions  issued  by  a 
railway  company. 

Complaint  was  made  to  the  Commission  that  telegraphic  in- 
structions issued  to  the  ajrents  of  a  railway  company  had  dis- 
regarded the  geuvral  published  rules  re*:rarding  car  supply  to 
the  disadvantage  of  the  state  business  as  compared  w^ith  inter- 
state business.  On  inquiry  the  Commission  found  that  no 
such  telegraphic  instructions  had  been  i.ssued  to  the  airents  and 
that  so  far  it  was  possible  to  dotrmine  the  facts  of  the  case 
no  discrimination  was  practiced. 

96.  Complaints  regarding  passenger  far.  s. 

E.  Partner,  Prairie  du  Chien,  Wis ,  and  W.  D.  Connor  of 
j\I:irsh field.  Wis.,  addressed  communications  to  the  Commis- 
ion  with  respect  to  the  matter  of  the  proposed  two  cent  pas- 
sencrr  fares.  All  these  complaints  were  consolidated  in  the 
formal  hearings  on  the  passenger  fares  given  in  the  formal 
complaints. 
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97.  Kaukauna  Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co.,  Kaukauna, 
Wis.  Complaint  on  account  of  the  failure  of  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  to  make  joint  rates  with 
the  Chicago  &  Northwesrtern  Ry.  Co.  to  Kaukauna,  Wis.;  also 
complaint  regarding  the  rate  on  sand  from  Two  Rivers  and 
other  points  to  Kaukauna. 

Complainant  ships  lumber  from  Wausaukee  on  the  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry.  to  Kaukauna  on  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  The  rate  from 
Wausaukee  to  Green  Bay  is  5.5  cents  per  hundred  pounds  and 
from  Green  Bay  to  Kaukauna  4  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  mak- 
ing the  sum  of  the  locals  9.5  cents.  From  Appleton  to  Kau- 
kauna the  rate  is  314  cents.  The  sum  of  the  local  rates  which 
the  complainant  is  obliged  to  pay  depends  somewhat  upon 
the  points  at  which  shipments  are  transferred.  Special  in- 
quiry was  made  regarding  these  complaints  by  a  member  of 
the  Commission.  The  only  way  in  which  lumber  rates  could 
be  changed  would  be  by  formal  proceeding  on  complaint  after 
the  railway  companies  had  refused  to  publish  joint  tariffs. 
The  complaint  regarding  the  rate  on  sand  was  with  respect 
to  a  charge  of  4  cents  from  Two  Rivers  to  Kaukauna  as  com- 
pared with  a  rate  of  2.5  cents  from  the  other  points  nearly 
cqui-distant.  The  Railway  Company  at  once  adjusted  the  rates 
on  sand. 

98.  Anderson  &  Ekem,  Whitehall,  Wis.  Complaint  on  be- 
half of  a  client  of  the  above  named  attorneys  for  the  refusal 
of  the  G.  B.  &  W.  Ry.  to  furnish  cars. 

Soon  after  the  complaint  had  bcon  conveyed  to  the  Railway 
Company  the  superintendent  called  upon  the  complainants  and 
their  client  and  agreed  to  furnish  the  necessary  cars. 

99.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  and  Transfer  Ry.  Co.,  Superior, 
Wis. 

Application  for  the  approval  of  an  interlocking  plant  on 
Catlin  Avenue,  Superior. 

100.  National  Wholesale  Lumber  Dealers'  Apsoeiation,  New 
York,  N.  Y.  Cnmi)laint  ajrainst  the  C.  M.  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for 
charging  Jf^lG.OO  for  switohincr  a  ear  of  lath  at  ]\rihvaukee  from 
Lindwurm  on  th-^  C.  &  N.  W.  Hy.  to  the  Chestnut  Street  team 
trades  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry. 
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On  invest; j^ation  the  Commission  found  that  this  charge  of 
OK)  v;as  the  regular  distance  tariff  rate  for  the  haul  over  the* 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.'s  tracks.  No  switching  tariff  covering  the 
transportation  had  been  published  and  the  companies  gener- 
ally object  to  performing  switching  service  under  conditions 
of  this  kind.  The  complainant  made  application  for  a  refund 
on  account  of  the  alleged  overcharge.  This  involved  the  ques- 
tion of  claims,  to  be  taken  up  in  the  usual  manner.  Since  the 
above  complaint  was  made  a  complete  switching  tariff  for 
Mihvaukee  has  bren  published, 

101.  Thomas  II.  Fielding,  Mills,  Wis.  Complaint  against  the 
C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  for  their  failure  to  furnish  cars  for 
the  shipment  of  wood. 

The  attention  of  the  railway  officials  was  called  to  this  com- 
plaint and  within  a  short  time  relief  was  granted.  The  Rail- 
way Company  stat<xl  that  owing  to  the  very  heavy  traffic  it 
had  been  impossible  to  supply  all  the  cars  desired  but  that 
they  had  been  doing  the  very  best  possible.  Later  the  com- 
plainant wrot'3  the  Commission  that  he  was  receiving  a  satis- 
factory number  of  cars  every  day  and  that  he  had  no  further 
complaint  to  make. 

102.  William  McNamara,  Stanton,  Wis.  Complaint  on  ac- 
count of  the  failure  of  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  to  furnish  ade- 
quate side  track  facilities. 

The  Railway  Company  took  the  position  that  owing  to  the 
pressure  of  other  business  it  had  been  delayed  in  making  the 
improvements  contemplated  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Df  the  complainant.  Later  the  complainant  wrote  the  Com- 
mission that  the  work  had  been  completed  in  accordance  with 
his  wishes  and  that  he  was  entirely  satisfied. 

103.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Co. 
Application  for  authority  to  cancel  **  Class  B"  rates  as  appl'Ied 
to  lumbermen's  supplies  and  locrprers'  outfits. 

Immediately  on  the  receipt  of  this  application  the  Commis- 
sion addressed  letters  to  a  large  number  of  lumbermen  who 
w^ere  thought  to  be  interested  in  the  existing  rates  on  lumber- 
nen's  supplies.  When  the  replies  to  these  letters  came  in 
t  was   found  that   a  number  of  firms   objected   to  the  can- 
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cellation.  A  day  was  set  for  the  hearing  upon  the  merits  of 
the  application.  Soon  after  this  notice  had  been  sent  out  the 
traffic  manager  of  the  railway  withdrew  the  application  for  the 
cancellation  of  the  rates  and  the  old  rates  were  continued  on 
loggers'  outfits  and  lumbermen's  supplies. 

104.  Eastern  Ry.  of  Minnesota.     (See  105.) 

105.  Great  Northern  Railway  Co.    Request  of  the  Commis- 
sion for  a  true  and  dorrect  copy  of  all  leases  now  in  force  and 
effect  on  elevator  properties  owned  by  it  in  the  city  of  Super- 
ior.   This  request  was  made  by  the  Commission  at  the  instance 
of  Attorney  General  L.  M.  Sturdevant  who  addressed  to  the 
Commission  the  following  letter:    *'A  request  has  been  made 
to  this  office  to  bring  some  action  to  compel  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  operate  its  elevators  **A,"  **S"  and  **X" 
at  Superior  as  public  elevators  or  warehouses  and  in  that  con- 
nection it  is  brought  to  my  attention  that  these  elevators  have, 
or  claim  to  have  been  Teased  to  A.  D.  Thompson  Company  of 
Duluth,  and  it  is  also  claimed  by  Thompson  &  Company  that 
said  elevators  are  operated  as  private  elevators  and  as  the  les- 
sees of  such  they  refuse  to  receive  therein  grain  from  the  pub- 
lic in  general  or  from  any  person  they  may  choose  to  refuse  the 
use  thereof.    Before  any  steps  are  taken  it  is  important  that  I 
obtain  a  copy  of  this  lease  or  be  informed  of  its  contents.    I 
therefore  request  the  Wisconsin  State  Railroad  Commission  that 
under  the  provisions  of  section  18,  chapter  362  of  the  Laws 
of  1905,  that  the  said  Railroad  Commission  by  order  or  sub- 
poena require  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company  to  produce 
within  this  state  at  such  place  as  such  Commission  may  dele- 
gate, a  copy  of  any  lease  or  leases  made  between  said  com- 
pany and  any  other  person  or  corporation  of  the  said  elevators 
hereinbefore  described.     I  also  request  that  the  said  Commis- 
sion, or  some  person  employed  by  it  for  that  purpose,  shall  at 
your  earliest  convenience  demand  of  said  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way Company,  the  inspection  of  said  lease  as  provided  in  sub- 
division 6  of  sec.  18  of  chap.  362,  Laws  of  1905 ''    The 

Secretary  of  the  Commission  visited  the  offices  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  and  secured  copies  of  the  desired  leases. 

106.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  a  large  number  of  tariffs  on 
lumber  and  logs. 
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On  the  receipt  of  this  application  letters  were  sent  to  firms 
in  different  parts  of  the  state  who  were  thought  to  be  inter- 
ested in  the  tariff.  Replies  showed  that  several  firms  objected 
to  the  withdrawal  of  oertain  ones  of  the  specified  tariffs.  Those 
tariffs  of  the  proposed  cancellation  to  which  no  objections  were 
made  were  allowed  to  lapse  while  the  others  were  continued  in 
effect. 

107.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.    In  the  matter 
of  Circular  No.  62  relating  to  the  transportation  of  baggage 
and  reading  in  part  as  follows:  **You  will  refuse  to  accept  for 
transportation  for  hunters,  campers,  fishermen,  summer-resort- 
ers,  etc.  who  are  residents  of  Wisconsin,  any  article  such  as 
tents,  camp  equipage,  or  any  other  article  not  authorized  to  be 
carried  as  ordinary  baggage.    The  rules  stated  above  must  be 
carefully  observed  to  avoid  discrimination  which  is  prohibited 
by  the  law  and  is  punishable  by  severe  penalties,"  and  requir- 
ing the  enforcement  of  storage  and  baggage  rules  in  Wisconsin. 
The  Commission  took  the  position  that  the  interpretation  of 
the  law  suggested  by  the  circular  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  interpretation  placed  upon  the  law  by  the  Commission.    It 
did  not  appear  to  the  Commission  that  the  circular  in  its  pres- 
ent form  could  be  justified  under  the  law,  in  fact  it  appeared 
to  be  a  violation  of  the  law.    After  the  objections  had  beeu 
stated  the  Railway  Company  promptly  withdrew  Circular  No. 
62  and  substituted  therefor  Circular  No.  54. 

108.  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  Application  for  permis- 
sion to  publish  a  rate  on  coal  from  Superior  to  Wiehe,  Wis., 
and  intermediate  points.    Application  granted. 

109.  Victory  Mercantile  Co.,  Augusta,  Wis.  Claim  against 
C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  loss  sustained  by  the 
failure  of  the  Railway  Company  to  deliver  certain  cars  of  hay. 

The  basis  of  this  claim  and  the  amount  thereof  was  at  once 
submitted  to  the  Railway  Compapy  and  the  complainant  ad- 
vised not  to  proceed  until  after  the  ompany  had  had  an  op- 
portunity to  make  an  investigation  and  report  to  this  Commis- 
sion. Within  a  few  weeks  thereafter  the  complainant  in- 
formed the  Commission  that  his  claim  had  been  settled  in  full 
and  that  he  desired  to  withdraw  his  complaint. 

25— R.R. 
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110.  Cro?n  Bay  &  Western  Railroad  Co.     In  the  matter  of 
elevator  service  at  Whitehall,  Wis. 

Certain  parties  at  Whitehall  had  possession  of  an  elevator 
site  on  the  right-of-way  of  the  railway  under  lease  from  the 
Railway  Company.     The  lease  is  for  an  indefinite  term  of  years, 
terminable  on  the  22ijd  day  of  October  of  any  year  on  giving 
notice  to  the  lessee.     By   tho   terms  of  the   lease  the   lessees 
agreed  to  handle  nothing  but  hay  and  straw.     It  is  alleged  that 
some  time  ago  they  altered  their  house  for  handling  grain  and 
that  three  days  before  the  time  set  for  the  exjiiration  of  their 
lease  they  began  buying  grain.      This  the  Railway  Company 
claimed  was  contrary  to  their  lease.     The  Railway  Company 
also  took  the  position  that  there  were  five  other  grain  buyers 
at  Whitehall  who  aflPorded  sufficient  competition  for  the  trade 
Ht  that  point  and  who  could  adequately  meet  the  requirements 
of  business;  that  every  additional  grain  buyer  increased  the 
number  of  cars  needed  to  handle  the  business  without  increas- 
ing the  volume  of  the  business.     This  required  the  company 
to  maintain  a  larger  equipment  than  would  otherwise  be  neces- 
sary; consequently  the  company  objects  to  having  the  firm  in 
question  engage  in  the  grain  business  under  the  terms  of  the 
leasc\     A  representative  of  the  company  had  a  conference  w^th 
the  Commis5?ion  in  regard  to  the  matter;  he  agreed  to  visit  the 
locality  to  make  a  personal  examination  and  it  was  finally  con- 
cluded to  acquiesce  in  the  situation  as  then  existent. 

111.  Illinois  Central  Railway  Company.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  increase  the  minimum  weigl^t  on  carloads  of  hard 
and  soft  coal  as  follows:  hard  coal,  carloads,  minimum  weights 
increas  d  from  30,000  pounds  to  40,000  pounds  per  car.  This 
to  apply  except  where  marked  capacity  of  the  car  is  less,  in 
which  event  the  marked  capacity  of  the  car  will  govern,  but  in 
no  cas  less  than  40,000  pounds.  The  rule  for  soft  coal  is  sub- 
stantially identical  with  the  above  for  hard  coal.  Letters  were 
addressed  to  coal  dealers  in  the  various  parts  of  the  state  and 
no  objections  were  raised,  consequently  the  application  was 
granted. 

112.  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  Application  to  lowet 
the  rate  on  soft  coal  from  Nettleton  Avenue,  Superior,  to  Iron 
River  from  $1.C0  to  75  cents  per  ton.    Application  granted. 
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115.  Hubard  Elevator  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  The  matter  com- 
plained of  by  the  above  firm  was  later  disposed  of  in  formal  pro- 
ceedings as  reported  in  case  No.  14  of  the  Formal  Complaint. 

116.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Co.  Application  for 
authority  to  advance  the  minimum  weight  on  hard  and  soft 
coal  to  40,000  pounds. 

This  was  one  of  a  number  of  similar  applications  from  other 
railway  companies  made  on  the  ground  that  the  average  size  of 
the  freight  cars  had  greatly  increased  and  that  40,000  pounds 
was  a  relatively  low  minimum  in  consideration  of  the  actual 
capacity  of  the  cars.  The  Commission  insisted  upon  the  in- 
clusion in  the  rule  of  the  provision  that  the  minimum  weight 
shall  not  exceed  the  marked  capacity  of  the  can  The  coirv- 
pany  accepted  this  provision  and  the  application  was  granted. 

117.  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  Application  for  author- 
ity to  change  the  minimum  weight  on  coal  from  Ashland  to 
points  in  Wisconsin.  This  application  was  disposed  of  in  the 
same  maimer  as  the  application  on  the  same  subject  recorded 
above. 

118.  National  Express  Co.  Application  for  permission  to 
make  certain  changes  and  additions  to  classification  No.  16  re- 
vised to  August  1,  1905. 

After  correspondence  with  interested  shippers  none  of  whom 
raised  objections  the  application  was  granted. 

119.  Rock  County  Concrete  Stone  Company,  Janesville. 
Complaint  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  and 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Companies  to  set  out  cars  for  unloading  less 
than  car  load  shipments  on  track  away  from  the  depot. 

The  points  involved  in  this  complaint  are  essentially  like 
those  described  in  case  No.  48,  which  see. 

120.  American  Express  Co.  Application  for  the  approval 
of  certain  addittons  and  chang-es  in  classification.  After  due 
investigation  application  was  approved. 


388  Report  of  the  Eailboad  Commission. 

121.  American  Express  Co.  Notice  of  the  intention  to  in- 
crease certain  rates  between  certain  stations  in  Wisconsin. 

Correspondence  with  interested  shippers  did  not  reveal  any 
objections  to  the  propos-ed  change.  A  date  was  set  fur  a  hearing 
on  the  merits  of  the  application  and  no  complaints  were  made. 
-It  was  found  that  the  changes  sought  to  be  made  were  changes 
which  merely  involved  the  elimination  of  certain  inconsistent 
rates  which  were  out  of  line  with  those  to  and  from  surround- 
ing points  and  which  were  in  reality  a  discrimination.  It  was 
claimed  that  those  rates  had  crept  into  the  Company's  tariffs 
through  carelessness  or  error.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
were  no  ojections  from  interested  parties  the  Commission 
approved  the  application. 

122.  Door  County  Democrat,  Sturgeon  Bay,  Wis.  Request 
for  ruling  on  the  following  point:  **Is  there  anything  in  the 
njw  laws  governing  railroads  and  railroad  rates  that  prevents 
them  from  granting  excursion  rates  of  less  than  ly^  fares  to 
any  ten  or  more  people  that  apply  for  same ;  granting  the  same 
rate  to  any  and  every  one  who  applies  for  it  on  that  same 
specified  date  and  train?" 

The  applicant  was  referred  to  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  the  matter  of  Wisconsin  Immigration  &  Development 
Association  which  will  be  found  in  case  1  of  the  Formal  Com- 
plaints.  The  Commission  took  the  position  that  rates  may  be 
given  to  a  party  of  excursionists  or  to  a  party  of  persons 
traveling  on  a  party  ticket  on  rates  that  are  not  open  to  the 
single  traveler  although  he  is  traveling  the  same  distance  on 
the  same  train.  On  the  other  hand,  railway  companies  are  not 
prohibited  from  giving  rates  as  low  as  they  please  as  long 
as  such  rates  do  not  amount  to  free  carriage  but  they  must  not 
discriminate.  Similar  inquires  came  from  other  persons  to  the 
effect  that  they  had  been  informed  that  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion law  prohibited  the  granting  of  excursion  rates.  Cor- 
respondents who  took  this  position  were  told  their  interpre- 
tation of  tho  law  appeared  to  the  Commission  to  be  not  only  in 
direct  conflict  with  its  plain  terms  but  also  in  direct  conflict 
with  the  construction  which  the  courts  had  placed  upon  similar 
acts. 

123.  Rev.  Thomas  Pagan,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  An  inquiry  in 
respect  to  the  application  of  the  provision  of  section  8,  chapter 
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362,  Laws  of  1905,  relating  to  reduced  rates  granted  to  minis- 
ters of  the  Gospel  and  ecclesiastical  students. 

It  was  held  by  the  Commission  that  the  Railroad  Commission 
law  of  "Wisconsin  did  not  prevent  railway  companies!  i?rom 
selling  tickets  to  certain  classes  or  societies  at  less  than  the 
rates  open  to  the  public  generally  where  such  tickets  had  been 
sold  at  such  rates  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  law.  It  was 
held  to  be  within  the  power  of  the  railway  companies 
to  sell  tickets  to  theological  students  at  less  than  the 
regular  rate9.  The  Conunission  was  inclined  to  hold,  how- 
ever, that  the  railway  companies  would  not  have  the  right  to 
discriminate  in  favor  of  any  particular  sect.  If  reduced  rates 
are  given  to  theological  students  of  one  denomination  a  general 
rule  should  be  adopted  applying  to  other  denominations. 

124.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul  Railway  Co.  Applica- 
tion for  authority  to  establish  a  minimum  of  40,000  pounds  on 
hard  and  soft  coal;    See  case  No.  111. 

125.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli- 
cation to  establish  a  minimum  weight  on  coal  of  40,000  pounds. 
See  case  111. 

126.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
apply  a  rate  of  50  cents  per  cord  on  wood  destined  for  char- 
coal kilns  from  Maple,  -  Wis.,  to  Ashland,  Wis.,  a  distance  of 
44  miles.  The  question  involved  in  this  application  is  identical 
with  that  disposed  of  in  the  case  of  the  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel 
Co.  recorded  in  case  No.  2  of  the  Formal  Complaints. 

127.  Wisconsin  Mirror  Plate  Co.,  Pond  du  Lac.  Complaint 
on  account  of  the  failure  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  pay  a 
claim  for  damages  for  breakage. 

The  disposition  of  this  claim  took  some  little  time  and  a  good 
many  letters  but  it  was  finally  settled  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
complainant. 

128.  An  inquiry  with  respect  to  the  powers  of  the  Commis- 
mision  especially  with  reference  to  the  making  of  rates. 

The  reply  of  the  Commission  gives  the  provisions  of  the  law 
with  reference  to  the  questions  raised,  the  leading  court  de- 
cisions upon  each  of  the  points  and  the  general  view  of  the 
situation  as  refiected  in  these. 
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129.  Wisconsin  Central  Eailway  Co.  A  request  for  an 
opinion  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  certain  provisions 
of  the  Railway  Commission  law  which  appeared  to  the  legal 
department  of  the  Railway  Company  to  admit  of  a  variety  of 
interpretations. 

After  some  correspondence  a  general  statement  was  sub- 
mitted the  company  co\^ring  the  leading  iquestioais.  These 
related  to  such  matters  as  classification,  greater  or  less  com- 
pensation for  eei'lain  services  (Sec.  8),  commutation  tickets 
and  excursion  rates,  free  or  reduced  transportation,  defini- 
tions of  charitable  societies,  homeless  persons,  soldiers,  etc. 

130.  Victory  Mercantile  Co.,  Augusta.  Complaint  against 
C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.,  for  a  failure  to  furnish  cars  prompt- 
ly between  specified  dates. 

Investigation  of  the  company  showed  that  out  of  fifty-two 
cars  furnished  during  the  period  covered  by  the  complaint  the 
complainant  had  received  eighteen.  The  company  also  claimed 
that  at  no  time  during  the  month  in  question  had  the  ware- 
house of  the  complainant  company  been  full"  and  that  there- 
fore the  complainant  was  in  a  position  to  take  advantage  of  all 
the  business  which  was  offered  by  the  farmers  during  that 
period.  The  Company  further  claimed  that  the  complaint 
arose  at  a  time  when  the  roads  were  suffering  from  the  annual 
car  famine  and  that,  on  the  whole,  the  city  of  Augusta  had  been 
well  taken  care  of. 

131.  Joe  Galster,  Black  River  Palls.  Complaint  in  regard 
to  the  rate  on  oak  sleigh  runners  between  West  Bend  and 
Black  River  Falls. 

The  complainant  was  informed  that  the  rate  which  he  had 
been  charged  was  the  regular  rate  for  second  class  com- 
modities. Whether  or  not  the  runners  shipped  were  correctly 
classed  depends  upon  the  condition  in  which  they  were  ship- 
ped. If  the  runners  were  only  sawed  to  shape  but  not  bent  or 
finished  they  would  be  classed  in  the  fourth  class  and  take  a 
rate  of  only  21  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  Since  the  com- 
plainant did  not  ^ate  in  what  condition  the  runners  were 
shipped  it  was  impossible  for  the  Commission  to  decide  whether 
or  not  the  correct  rate  had  been  charged.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  complainant  did  not  reply  any  further  it  was  assumed 
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that  the  runners  in  question  had  been  shipped  in  such  fm---i 
that  the  rate  which  was  actually  charged  was  the  legal  rate. 

132.  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Ry.  Co.  Application  for 
the  cancellation  of  a  certain  tariff  and  permission  to  issue  a 
new  one  in  place  thereof,  pennitltng  milling  in  transit  at 
Watertown,  Wis.     Granted. 

133.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
publish  a  rate  of  65  cents  per  ton  on  soft  coal  from  Ashland  to 
Iron  River.     Granted. 

134.  United  States  Lxpress  Co.  Application  to  amend  classi- 
fication in  regard  to  automobiles  and  carborundum    grinders 
from  North  IVliiwaukee,  rnd  a  number  of  other  items.     After 
correspondence  it  was  found  that  interested  parties  engaged  in 
trade  or  manufacture  of  the  articles  named,  objected  to  only 
one  out  of  the  twelve  items,  hence  the  Commission  approved 
the  eleven  and  refused  to  approve  the  application  in  regard  to 
carborundum  grinders.     It  was  found  that  shippers    of    this 
commodity  had  an  agreement  with  the  Express  Company  by 
which  the  existing  rate  was  to  be  continued  for  sometime  in 
».he  future.     The  Express  Company  agreed  to  an  extension  of 
time  of  six  months  which  wr.s  accepted  as  satisfactory  by  the 
manufacturers. 

135.  A.  L.  Fontaine,  Grand  ^-apids.  Inquiry  regarding  the 
power  of  the  Commission  to  for-^e  railway  companies  to  install 
gates  at  dangerous  grade  grade  crossings  in  cities. 

The  Commission  took  the  position  that  the  matter  com- 
plained of  came  under  its  jurisdiction.  This  was  sometimes 
before  the  special  session  of  the  leg'slature  which  adopted  an 
amendment  which  eliminated  all  doi  bt  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Commission  in  regard  to  crossings.  The  writer  later  filed  a 
formal  complaint  which  was  one  of  several  filed  in  regard  to 
this  particular  crossing  and  the  proceedings  are  outlined  in 
ease  No.  8  of  the  Formal  Docket. 

136.  R.  J.  Doud,  Beloit.  Complaint  p.gainst  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  Co.  for  an  alleged  overcharge  for  six  passenger  tickets 
from  Racine  to  Beloit. 

On  investigation  it  was  found  that  the  passenfrers  traveled 
ty  way  of  Milwaukee,  hence  the  complaint  resolved  its-^lf  into 
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a  question  of  fact  as  to  wliullier  or.  not  the  passengers  of  their 
own  free  will  traveled  by  way  of  ]\Iilwaiikee,  or  whether  they 
traveled  by  that  circuitous  route  for  the  convenience  of  the 
company.  The  rate  charged  was  the  regular  published  rate 
between  Racine,  Milwaukee  and  Beloit  but  not  the  rate  by  the 
short  line. 

137.  In  the  matter  of  rates  fix)m  Weston. 

This  complaint  involved  the  question  of  rates  to  the  various 
Lake  Michigan  ports  as  compared  with  the  rates  from  Weston 
to  interior  towns  like  Madison  and  Beloit.  The  rate  to  lake 
ports  was  ten  cents  and  the  rate  to  the  interior  towns  men- 
tioned was  twelve,  twelve  and  one-half,  and  to  other  towns  in 
proportion.  The  low  rate  to  lake  ports  was  justified  on  the 
grounds  of  water  competition. 

138.  In  the  matter  of  train  connections  at  Ripon. 

After  the  attention  of  the  Commission  had  been  called  to 
this  matter  correspondence  was  conducted  with  the  general 
passenger  agents  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  and  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Rys. 
The  passenger  departments  of  the  two  roads  agreed  to  make  a 
slight  re-adjustment  of  the  time  schedules  so  as  to  permit  of  the 
desired  connections* being  made  at  Ripon. 

139.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  Ry.  Co.  Application 
for  authority  to  put  into  effect  certain  rates.  Application 
granted. 

140.  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  Application  for  author- 
ity to  put  into  effoct  certain  rates  on  lumber  to  Superior. 
Granted. 

141.  United  States  Express  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  change  certain  classifications  and  rates  enumerated  in  the 
application.  One  application  involved  cancellation  of  the 
minimum  charge  of  30  cents  on  shipments  of  laundry  from  La 
Crosse  to  all  points  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  A  conference 
was  held  between  the  oflScials  of  the  Express  Company  and 
representatives  of  the  laundry  companies  interested,  as  a  re- 
sult of  which  the  existing  rule  was  allowed  to  stand. 
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142.  William  Ilanner,  Beloit.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
rciusal  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  By.  Co.  to  bill  a  car  of  pota- 
toes from  Montello  to  Beloit. 

This  complaint  came  at  first  through  letters  signed  by  Mr. 
Hanner  and  later  through  letters  written  by  his  attorneys, 
Rosa.&  Adama  The  main  question  involved  was  the  right  of 
the  Railway  Company  to  refuse  to  accept  shipments  in  its  ovm 
cars  which  involved  the  sending  of  its  cars  away  from  its  own 
line.  The  company  maintainod  that  it  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  send  its  own  cars  to  foreign  points  especially  during 
the  busy  season  during  which  this  complaint  was  made.  On  the 
part  of  the  complainant  the  main  point  was  that  of  damages, 
which  the  Commission  treated  in  the  usual  manner  as  sug- 
gested in  several  cases  of  claims  described  above. 

143.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
publish  a  switching  rate  of  $2  per  car  between  industries  on 
the  Northern  Pacific  tracks  at  Washburn  and  Ashland  and 
connecting  lines ;  and  of  $3  per  car  at  Iron  River;  also  an  appli- 
cation for  authority  to  publish  a  rate  of  10  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  between  Ashland  and  Washburn  on  less  than  carload 
freight  of  all  classes.      Application  granted. 

144.  Randolph  Wagon  Co.,  Randolph.  Complaint  on  account 
of  the  failure  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  to  furnish  cars. 

Soon  after  this  matter  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Rail- 
way Company  by  the  Commission  the  complainant  advised  the 
Commission  that  cars  had  been  furnished. 

145.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  Ry.  Co.  Application  for 
authority  to  put  into  effect  a  passenger  rate  of  25  cents  be- 
tween Cambridge  and  London  and  of  40  cents  round-trip  be- 
tween these  towns.    Application  granted. 

146.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ryt.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  the  approval  of  an  interlocking  plant  at  Lake 
Shore  Junction. 

147.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
publish  a  rate  of  $1  per  ton  on  hard  and  soft  coal  between 
Ashland  and  Superior.      Granted. 
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148.  United  States  Express  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  change  classifications  on  a  series  of  articles  specified  in  the 
application. 

After  due  investigation  the  application  was  granted. 

149.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  to  withdraw  a 
certain  tariff  which  had  been  issued  by  mistake.  Application 
granted. 

150.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  establish  a  minimum  rate  of  40,000  pounds  on  carload  ship- 
m:nts  of  coal. 

Application  granted  on  the  same  conditions  that  similar 
application  granted  in  case  111  above  and  others  were  granted. 

151.  Anton  Loehr,  St.  John.  Complaint  against  the  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  its  refusal  to  build  a  side  track 
at  St.  John.  After  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  and  an  in- 
formal conference  a  formal  complaint  was  entered  which  was 
heard  and  decided  as  stated  in  caae  No.  13  of  the  Formal 
Complaints. 

152.  Complaint  alleging  discrimination  in  the  rates  on  cran- 
berries from  cranberry  producing  areas  to  Chicago  as  com- 
pared with  the  rate  to  St.  Paul. 

The  rate  complained  of  was  a  rate  of  48  cents  to  St.  Paul 
as  compared  with  a  rate  of  30  cents  to  Chicago.  The  Com- 
mission expressed  its  willingness  to  investigate  Ihis  question 
but  advised  the  complainant  that  it  did  not  have  the  power 
under  the  law  to  force  a  reduction  in  rates  should  an  examina- 
tion indicate  the  justice  of  such  a  reduction. 

153.  M.  M.  IIcycG,  Kilbourn.  Complaint  againat  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  overcharge  on  a  passenger  ticket  between 
Dexterville  and  Kilbourn. 

Coi  ixspondence  v;ilh  the  Railway  Company  in  regard  to  this 
case  brought  out  the  fact  that  certain  errors  had  crept  into  the 
published  tariff  and  that  while  the  fare  collected  was  the  pub- 
lished rate  it  was  nevertloless  an  error  which  the  company  at 
once  corrected  as  well  as  similar  errors  which  were  detected 
in  other  tariffs. 
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154.  Plumb  &  Nelson  Co.,  Manitowoc,  Wis.  Complaint 
againht  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  and  the  Wisconsin  Central 
Hy.  Co.  for  their  refusal  to  publish  joint  rates  between  Ply- 
mouth and  Manitowoc  and  intervening  points. 

This  complaint  was  later  made  a  matter  of  formal  complaint 
and  decision  rendered  as  shown  in  case  No.  16  of  the  Formal 
Docket. 

155.  B.  C.  Bosencrans,  Wanzeka.  Complaint  on  account  of 
a  shortage  in  cars  on  the  Wisconsin  and  Western  Ry. 

Correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  brought  an  ex- 
planation which  appeared  to  be  unsatisfa<>tory  to  the  com- 
plainant. The  Commission  advised  the  complainant  that  in 
case  the  company  did  not  provide  cars  with  reasonable  prompt- 
ness it  was  open  to  him  to  make  any  complaint  in  reference  to 
the  ser\ice  which  would  receive  the  careful  attention  of  the 
Cr'-^mission  and  if  necessary  a  formal  hearing  on  the  matter 
would  be  ordered.    No  reply  was  received  by  the  Commission. 

156-  American  Express  Co.  Application  for  the  approval  of 
certain  changes  in  and  additions  to  its  classification.  Approv- 
ed after  investigation. 

157.  United  States  Express  Co.  Application  to  change  classi- 
fications on  certain  commodities.    Approved  after  investigation. 

158.  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  Application  for  author- 
ity to  establish  a  switching  charge  of  $3  per  car  between  the 
mill  and  elevator  at  Grantsburg,  Wis.    Granted. 

159.  National  Express  Co.  Application  foi*  authority  to 
make  certain  changes  in  and  additions  to  classification.  Granted. 

160.  Thomas  Wiler,  Wautonua.  Complaint  a^inst  the  C. 
&  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  its  neglect  in  not  returning  to  him  certain 
cars  which  he  had  fitted  up  for  shipping  potatoes.  The  usual 
correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  was  conducted. 

161.  Gould,  Wells  &  Blackburn  Co.,  Madison.  Complaint 
regarding  the  rate  on  peanuts  from  Norfolk,  Virginia,  to 
Madison. 
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Complaint  stated  that  the  rates  on  peanuts  by  lake  and  rail 
from  Norfolk,  Virginia,  to  Minneapolis  was  40  cents  per  hun- 
dred pounds  while  the  only  rate  quoted  to  Madison  was  a  rate 
of  47  cents  per  hundred  all  rail.  On  inquiry  it  was  found  that 
peanuts  were  not  as  a  matter  of  fact  shipped  from  Norfolk  to 
Madison  by  lake  and  rail  and  that  therefore,  in  the  light  of 
Federal  Court  decisions,  the  rate  of  40  cents  could  not  be  used 
as  a  measure  for  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  of  47  cents. 
This  complaint  of  course  related  to  interstate  rates  over  which 
the  Commission  has  only  limited  powers. 

162  John  T.  Kaniopp,  Almond,  Wis.  Complaint  because 
the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  had  made  excavations  near 
school-house  grounds  depositing  the  earth  therefrom  on  the 
school  grounds. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Railway  Company  and  the 
complainant  was  infonned  that  if  the  Railway  Company  refuses 
to  remove  the  dirt  it  could  be  compelled  to  do  so  only  through 
the  courts.  Tliis  Commission  has  not  the  power  to  order  work 
to  be  done  and  to  enforce  its  order  in  a  case  of  this  kind. 

163.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli 
cation  for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  logs. 

After  correspondence  application  was  granted. 

164.  In  the  matter  of  routing  of  passengers.  Complaint  be- 
cause the  passenger  had  been  routed  in  an  extremely  circui- 
tous way  compelling  him  to  spend  a  day  and  a  night  In  reaching 
his  destination  whereas  if  he  had  been  routed  more  directly  he 
might  have  reached  his  destination  relatively  early  in  the  ev- 
ening of  the  same  day  on  which  he  started. 

Thia  complaint  led  the  Commission  to  make  some  inquiries 
with  respect  to  the  custom  of  the  railways  in  the  state  to  route 
passengers.  Some  information  has  been  collected  and  the 
Commission  intends  to  make  additional  inquiries  in  the  future. 
It  appears  to  be  a  custom  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  companies  to 
route  passengers  from  certain  of  their  stations  in  an  extremely 
circuitous  manner  if  thereby  they  can  get  a  longer  part  of 
the  haul  irrespective  of  the  expense  and  inconvenience  which 
may  be  caused  thereby  to  the  passengers 
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165.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  reduce  its  rates  on  lime  to  New  Richmond  from  certain  lime 
producing  centers  so  as  to  harmonize  the  rates  with  the  rates 
in  vogue  on  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry. 

After  investigation  application  was  granted. 

166.  Qeorge  Beal,  Madison.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
failure  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  to  deliver  certain 
household  goods  shipped  from  Staples,  Minn.,  to  Madison. 

The  usual  correspondence  was  conducted  with  a  view  of 
locating  the  shipment. 

167.  W.  H.  Jordan,  Glen  Haven.  Complaint  against  the 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  By.  Co.  aleging  inadequacy  of 
station  facilities  at  Glon  Haven. 

The  complaint  related  more  especially  to  an  early  train 
which  passes  through  tlie  town  and  for  which  the  station  was 
not  opened  and  warmed  although  a  number  of  passengers  d-e- 
sired  to  take  this  train  almost  daily,  it  being  an  important  one. 
After  correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  it  was  agreed 
that  the  company  should  open,  warm  and  light  the  station, 
place  a  man  in  charge  of  the  same  and  also  connect  the  station 
by  t(3lephone  with  a  nearby  station  in  order  that  passengers 
may  be  informed  beforehand  whether  or  not  the  train  is  on 
time. 

168.  Adams  Express  Co.  Applications  to  amend  classifica- 
tion so  as  to  permit  the  company  to  refuse  shipments  of 
matches.      Application  granted. 

169.  Winebago  Realty  Co.  Inquiry  regarding  the  rights  of 
shippers  to  transport  logs  and  other  forest  products  over  the 
brancfh  line  known  as  Roddis  Spur. 

After  some  correspondence  the  complainant  informed  the 
Comnn'ssion  that  the  Roddis  Lumber  Co.  had  named  a  rate  and 
agreed  to  transport  the  products  in  question. 

170.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli- 
cation for  authority  to  refund  to  the  Dells  Pulp  &  Paper  Co. 
8  cents  per  hundred  on  shipments  of  pulp  from  Eau  Claire  to 
Ladysmith. 
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The  Commission  replied  as  follows:  '*The  Railroad  Commis- 
sion has  for  obvious  reasons  repeatedly  declined  to  pass  on  the 
legality  of  claims  presented  by  shippers  against  railway  com- 
panies. We  do  not  think  that  we  ought  to  violate  that  rule 
in  the  present  instance  because  the  request  comes  from  a  rail- 
road company  rather  than  a  shipper.  It  seems  to  us  the  mat- 
ter should  properly  be  referred  to  and  be  decided  by  your 
legal  department  and  if  necessary  by  a  court" 

171.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  ."  linneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli- 
cation for  authority  to  specify  date  of  expiration  of  certain 
rate  on  ties  between  specified  points.    Granted. 

172.  Lake  Chetek  Chautauqua  AsBembly.    See  case  No.  8T. 

173.  M.  M.  Hayes,  Kilboum.  Complaint  on  account  of  over- 
charge in  passenger  fare  between  Dexterville  and  Lone  Rock. 

The  correspondence  in  this  case  was  similar  to  that  des- 
cribed in  case  No.  153. 

174.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli- 
cation for  authority  to  cancel  twenty-seven  different  tariffs  in 
eifect  on  their  line. 

After  investigation,  granted. 

175.  Wisconsin  Centro-l  Raihvay  Co.  Application  for  author- 
ity to  cancel  a  proportional  t.:riff  in  effect  between  points 
on  its  line  to  Neenah-Menasha. 

The  CommiRsion  addressed  letters  to  all  the  paper  and  pulp 
mills  which  might  be  interested  in  this  application.  The  mat- 
ter was  also  discussed  at  severr.l  informal  conferences  and  at 
formal  hearings.  It  was  finally  disposed  of  in  the  case  of  the 
Island  Paper  Co.  against  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  which 
ease  being  No.  6  of  the  Formal  Docket. 

• 

176.  C.  R.  Boardman,  Madison.  Request  for  an  opinion  re- 
garding the  legality  of  the  acceptance  by  the  adjutant  gener- 
al of  a  rate  of  one  cent  per  mile  for  members  of  the  Wisconsin 
national  guard  when  on  inspection  tours  and  other  matters 
of  public  business. 

The  Commission  held:  '^That  section  8  of  chapter  362  of  the 
ttaws  of  1905  was  amended  at  the  special  session  of  the  legis- 
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lature  so  as  to  permit  railroad  companies  to  sell  at  reduced 
rates  such  classes  of  tickets  as  were  usually  and  customarily- 
sold  at  reduced  rates  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission law.  It  is  therefore  perfectly  legal  for  the  adjutant 
general  to  ask  for  such  rates  as  have  heretofore  been  issued 
and  customarily  given  to  the  parties  about  whom  the  inquiry 
is  made.  In  fact  this  was  the  interpretation  that  was  put 
upon  the  law  by  this  Commission  before  it  was  amended  at 
the  special  session,  but  the  amendment  was  adopted  so  as  to 
clear  up  any  doubt  there  might  be  regarding  the  interpretation 
of  the  act.'' 

177.  Hatten  Lumber  Co.,  New  London.  Inquiry  regarding 
the  authority  of  the  Commission  over  weights  and  shipments 
from  Wisconsin  to  other  points. 

The  inquiry  stated  that  the  lumbermen  of  the  state  were 
having  a  good  deal  of  trouble  with  the  Western  Railway 
Weighing  Association  and  Inspection  Bureau  on  account  of 
overcharges.  It  was  claimed  that  railway  companies  sometimes 
overweigh  cars  ten  or  twelve  thousand  pounds  and  later  re- 
fuse to  correct  the  weight.  Such  overcharges  have  the  effect 
of  an  advance  in  rates. 

On  request  additional  information  in  regard  to  the  custom  of 
weighing  lumber  and  other  products  was  submitted  to  the 
Commission,  the  matter  was  also  taken  up  with  the  proper 
oiBcials  of  the  various  railway  companies  and  is  still  under 
consideration. 

178.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Appli- 
cation for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  pulp  wood  from 
certain  points  in  Wisconsin  to  Fox  River  and  Wisconsin  River 
points. 

Amonj  the  letters  received  in  response  to  inquires  sent  out 
to  manufacturers  several  objected  to  certain  ones  of  the  tariffs 
and  as  to  these  the  Railway  Company  withdrew  its  application 
for  cancellation. 

179.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for 
authority  to  cancel  rate  of  33  cents  on  coated  rubber  cloth 
between  La  Crosse  and  Fond  du  Lac. 

Correspondence  with  interested  parties  showed  that  there 
was  ^o  objection  $ind  the  application  was  granted^ 
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^60.  L.  Grimsrud,  Westby.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of 
1  ail  way  company  to  collect  ten  cents  in  addition  to  the  regular 
passenger  fares  in  cases  where  passengers  pay  their  fares  on 
trains. 

Correspondence  showed  that  this  inquiry  related  especially 
to  the  La  Crosse  South  Eastern  Ry.  The  Commission  took  the 
following  position;  ** Section  1798  a,  Wisconsin  Statutes  1898, 
provides  that  no  railroad  company  in  this  state  whose  gross 
receipts  exceed  $3500  per  mile  shall  collect  a  greater  sum  for 
transportation  of  persons  than  3  cents  per  mile.  The  La 
Crosse  &  South  Eastern  B.  R.  Co.  has  not  as  yet  filed  any  re- 
port with  this  Commission  showing  what  its  gross  earnings 
per  mile  are  but  has  been  requested  and  has  promised  to  do 
so  in  the  near  future.  We  understand,  however,  that  the  road 
was  recently  built  and  that  in  all  probability  the  earnings  will 
not  approximate  that  amount.  If  the  road  came  within  the 
section  quoted  we  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  excessive 
charge  would  be  clearly  illegal.  Where  passengers  get  on  at 
stations  where  they  have  no  opportunity  to  purchase  tickets  it 
would  be  perhaps  unreasonable  to  exact  any  penalty  for  their 
failure  so  to  do,  inasmuch  as  the  railroad  company  had  not 
afforded  the  proper  facilities  for  the  purchase.  Where  there 
is  an  opportunity  to  purchase  railroad  tickets,  we  do  not  see 
anything  unreasonable  in  the  regulation,  provided  the  legal 
limit  of  charge  is  not  exceeded.  It  would  undoubtedly  be 
within  the  right  of  the  railroad  company  to  refuse  to  allow  any 
passengers  to  board  trains  without  tickets  where  an  opportuni- 
•    ty  was  afforded  for  their  purchase " 

181.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.Co.  Appli- 
cation for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  pulp  wood  to 
Fox  River  points. 

After  investigation  application  granted. 

182.  Ilatten  Lumber  Co.,  New  London.  Complaint  against 
the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  because  of  its  failure  to  furnish  cars  at 
Aniwa  and  asking  advice  with  respect  to  the  course  which 
they  should  pursue  in  the  matter. 

Soon  after  the  complaint  was  made  the  Commission  reeeived 
a  letter  from  the  complainant  to  the  effect  that  the  assistant 
superintendent  of  the  Railway  Company  had  called  on  them 
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and  had  promised  to  keep  them  supplied  with  cars  for  the  bal- 
ance of  the  season.  The  complainant  also  stated  that  it  was 
now  receiving  all  the  cars  which  it  needed. 

183.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  a  certain  rate  on  shingles  be- 
tween specified  points.    Granted. 

184.  C.  Starkweather  &  Son,  Beaver  Dam.  Complaint 
against  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  failure  to  re- 
fund alleged  overcharges  on  shipments  of  lumber  from  Athens 
to  Beaver  Dam.  / 

After  some  correspondence  it  was  ascertained  that  the  Rail- 
way Company  refused  to  allow  the  claim  for  the  reason  that 
the  milling  in  transit  rate  does  not  apply  to  any  freight  ori^nat- 
ing  on  another  line  of  road.  The  Commission  informed  the  com- 
plainant that  if  he  desired  to  have  a  milling  in  transit  rato  estab- 
lished for  material  which  does  not  originate  on  the  Wis^on^'i 
Central  Line  it  would  be  necessary  to  bring  the  matter  fonnaMy 
before  the  Commission  after  his  application  for  such  joint  rate 
had  been  refused  by  the  companies.  The  question  involved  vn; 
partly  one  of  the  relation  between  the  Wisconsin  Central  and 
the  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  Ry.  The  Railway  Company 
submitted  to  the  Commission  a  statement  of  the  traffic  rela- 
tions existing  between  it  and  the  Abbotsford  &  N.  E.  Ry.  Co. 
The  Commission,  of  course,  had  no  power  to  attempt  to  en- 
force the  payment  of  this  claim  any  more  than  it  has  power 
to  enforce  the  payment  of  any  other  claim,  as  frequently 
pointed  out  in  connection  with  correspondence  relating  to 
claims. 

185.  James  L.  Gates,  Milwaukee.  Request  for  an  interpre- 
tation by  the  Commission  of  the  amendment  to  chapter  362, 
Laws  of  1905  affecting  homeseekers  rates  and  free  transporta- 
tion. 

Similar  letters  were  received  from  other  land  men,  and  in 
general  the  Commission  called  attention  to  that  amendment 
to  section  8  which  expressly  permitted  railways  to  sell  re- 
duced rate  tickets  to  such  persons  and  classes,  to  whom  such 
tickets  were  customarily  sold  before  the  enactment  of  the  law, 
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186.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  ore. 

Interested  parties  had  no  objections  and  the  application  was 
granted. 

187.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
establish  a  rate  of  five  dollara  per  car  on  logs  and  cedar  poles 
between  Wiehe  and  Bellwood. 

After  inquiry  application  was  granted^ 

188.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  rate  on  lumber  between 
Fairchild  and  points  on  the  Green  Bay  &  Western  Raill*oad. 

Inlorest<3d  parties  raised  no  objection  and  the  application 
was  grant od. 

189.  Chicago,"  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  the  rate  on  lumber  between 
certain  points  and  Marshfield. 

No  objections  were  raised  and  application  granted. 

190.  Green  Bay  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.  Applicalilon  for  au- 
i;hority  to  transport  free  of  charge  two  carloads  of  ensilage 
for  free  distribution  among  farmers. 

It  was  represented  by  the  company  that  the  canning  factor- 
ies at  Sturgeon  Bay  and  Sawyer  had  about  250  carloads  of  pea 
vine  ensilage  which  they  desired  to  sell.  The  Railway  Company 
took  the  matter  up  with  several  shippers  some  distance  away 
from  the  canning  factories,  who  had  not  yet  had  an  opportun- 
ity of  experimenting  with  this  kind  of  feed,  and  induced  them 
to  try  the  feed  under  the  conditions  offered  by  the  Railway 
Company.  Under  the  peculiar  circumstances  disclosed  in  the 
correspondence  the  Commission  held  that  it  was  not  in  viola- 
tion of  law  to  transport  this  ensilage  free  of  charge. 

191.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  Ry.  Co.  Application 
for  authority  to  put  into  immediate  effect  special  rate  on  hem* 
lock  pulp  wood. 

Granted,  "■ 
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192.  Hiram  M.  Kendall,  Osceola.  Request  for  an  opinion  re- 
garding the  right  of  railway  companies  to  give  passes  to  old  em- 
ployes. 

Amendments  to  chapter  362  of  Laws  of  Wisconsin,  1905, 
passed  at  the  special  session  of  the  legislature,  were  quoted. 
The  provisions  of  the  law  appeared  to  fit  the  case  of  the  corres- 
pondent exactly. 

193.  Complaint  regarding  the  rate  on  foil  used  in  the  trans- 
portation of  cheese  as  compared  with  the  rate  on  nails  and 
similar  commodities. 

This  informal  complaint  resulted  in  voluminous  correspond- 
ence between  the  Commission  and  the  railway  companies  and 
the  Southwestern  Wisconsin  Cheesemen's  Protective  Association 
which  finally  lodged  a  formal  complaint  which  was  heard  and 
decided  as  recorded  in  case  No.  24  of  the  Formal  Compfaints. 

194.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of  railway  companies  to 
grant  reduced  and  round  trip  tickets. 

195.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.    Request  for  ruling  regard 
ing  the  right  of  railway  companies  to  make  a  low  rate  on  raw 
material  upon  the  express  condition  that  the  entire  products 
of  manufacture  from  such  raw  material  shall  be  shipped  to  the 
market  over  the  line  which  made  the  haul  at  the  reduced  rate. 

The  Commission  held  that  it  was  perfectly  legal  and  legiti- 
mate for  the  Railway  Company  to  make  a  lower  rate  on  raw 
material  on  condition  of  receiving  the  manufactured  product 
therefrom  for  shipment  than  it  would  be  required  to  make  on 
the  shipment  of  such  raw  material  where  the  same  was  con- 
sumed at  the  point  of  destination ;  or,  if  manufactured,  there 
was  no  agreement  to  ship  the  manufactured  product  over  the 
road  hauling  the  raw  material.  Also,  that  the  road  hauling 
the  unmanufactured  commodity  has  a  perfect  right  to  require 
a  reasonable  guaranty  that  the  contract  to  ship  the  manufac- 
tured product  will  be  carried  out  by  the  shipper.  A  reason- 
able interpretation  of  section  6  of  the  Railroad  Commission 
law  clearly  permits  the  making  of  such  special  rates. 

196.  American  Express  Co.  Application  for  approval  of  cer- 
tain additions  to  and  changes  in  the  claasification.    Granted. 
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197.  National  Express  Co.  Application  for  approval  of  oeiv 
tain  additions  to  and  changes  in  the  clasBification.     Granted. 

198.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  By.  Co.  Inquiry  regarding 
the  classes  of  persons  to  whom  passes  may  be  issued. 

199.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Approval  of  the  interlock- 
ing plant  at  Owen,  Wis. 

200.  Miner  Bros.,  Carter.  Complaint  regarding  rates  on 
lumber  between  Carter  and  Viroqua. 

See  Formal  Complaints,  ease  No.  15. 

201.  Inquiry  as  to  whether  a  town  must  bear  the  expense  of 
building  a  bridge  over  a  stream  when  the  bridge  stands  on 
railway  land. 

Held  that  the  town  must  stand  the  expense. 

202.  Adams  Express  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
change  classification  of  whiskey. 

Granted. 

203.  J.  P.  Schwalbach,  South  Germantown.  Complaint 
against  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  alleging  that  the  rates 
charged  on  freight  to  South  Germantown  are  excessive  as  com- 
pared with  rates  charged  to  other  places  with  which  South 
Germantown  competes. 

The  complainants  submitted  documents  showing  specifically 
the  localities  to  which  the  more  favorable  rates  were  in  effect  and 
the  influence  of  this  upon  their  ability  to  compete  with  deal- 
ers in  snich  localities.  The  Railway  Company  submitted  a  dia- 
i^ram  showing  the  adjustniient  of  rates  at  lake  ports  as  fixed 
by  w.iter  competition  and  the  influence  of  these  rates  applica- 
ble to  stations  near  the  lake  shore  on  the  rates  more  distant 
from  the  lake.  It  was  shown  that  the  tendency  was  to  get 
away  from  the  influence  of  water  competition  and  bring  the 
local  rates  back  to  the  normal  distance  tariff  basis  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  complainant  finally  wrote  the  Commission  that 
other  matters  were  more  important  to  him  just  then  and  re- 
quested his  complaint  to  be  left  open  until  a  later  ds-te  when 
he  hoped  to  take  it  up  again. 
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204.  Approvals  of  statements  submitted  by  the  railway  com 
panies  to  the  State  Treasurer. 

These  are  reports  required  under  the  law  to  be  submitted  by 
all  the  railway  companies  in  the  State. 

205.  The  John  Weeks  Lumber  Co.,  Stevens  Point.  Inquiry 
regarding  the  rates  in  effect  on  logs  on  railways  in  Wisconsin 
other  than  the  Wisconsin  Central. 

The  Commission  compiled  the  more  important  log  tariffs  in 
effect  on  the  different  roads  and  submitted  them  to  the  corres- 
pondent. Log  rates  were  discussed  informally  at  several  con- 
ferences. 

206.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  By.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  new  tariff  on  tobacco 
from  points  on  their  line  to  La  Crosse. 

This  application  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  accommodat- 
ing tobacco  growers  at  local  points  along  the  line  of  the  La 
Crosse  &  Southeastern.  The  draft  of  the  tariff  submitted  to 
the  Commission  appeared  to  be  satisfactory  and  the  applica- 
tion was  granted. 

207.  Adams  Express  Co.  Application  for  approval  of  cer 
tain  changes  in  classification  of  millinery,  artificial  flowers 
feathers  and  straw  goods. 

A  large"  number  of  letters  was  sent  out  by  the  Commission 
to  interested  dealers  in  all  parts  of  the  State.  A  good  deal  of 
opposition  was  shown  to  exist  to  the  proposed  changes  and  the 
application  was  therefore  withdrawn. 

208.  John  H.  Allan  Seed  Co.,  Sturgeon  Bay.  Complaint 
against  Railway  Company  for  failure  to  pay  a  claim. 

This  claim  rested  upon  an  interstate  shipment,  the  Ahnapee 
&  Western  and  the  Pere  Marquette  Co.  being  the  interested 
lines.  The  amount  of  the  claim  was  only  73  cents.  The  claim- 
ant stated  that  the  Pere  Marquette  line  had  rejected  the  pay- 
ment of  his  claim  on  the  ground  that  the  amount  was  too  small 
for  a  vouch'Sr.  The  reply  of  the  Commission  was  in  part  as 
follows:  **In  a  matter  of  this  kind  involving  the  collection  of 
a  debt  this  Commission  cannot  make  any  order  or  judcrment 
that  would  be  binding  on  the  carrier  as  it  is  an  administrative 
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body  and  cannot  perform  judicial  functions.  The  collections 
would  have  to  be  enforced  through  tlie  court  but  we  do  not 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  resort  to  the  courts  to  col- 
lect a  bill  which  the  Railway  Company  admits  is  due  and  de- 
clines to  pay  for  an  absurd  reason." 

209.  Roddis  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co.,  Marshfield.  Complaint 
against  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  for  discontinuing  cer- 
tain rates  in  effect  prior  to  January  1,  1906. 

The  Commission  first  inquired  whether  these  rates  were  fixed 
by  tariff  or  special  contract  or  otherwise.  On  furthrr  inves- 
tigation it  transpired  that  the  amount  of  the  refund,  .which  was 
claimed,  was  not  an  overcharge,  but  that  the  Railway  Company 
had  in  that  particular  instance  based  its  charge  on  the  pub- 
lished tariff  which  was  in  force  at  the  time  the  shipment  was 
made.  The  Commission  held  that  a  reduction  in  the  amount 
of  the  charge  specified  in  that  tariff  amounted  to  a  rebate, 
pure  and  simple;  but  it  was  further  held  that  if  the  charge 
was  in  itself  excessive  and  unreasonable  the  complainant  had 
a  remedy  in  the  courts  to  recover  and  *'we  do  not  see  how  we 
can  give  official  sanction  to  the  legality  of  your  claim  as  it 
stands  and  refuse  to  put  the  stamp  of  approval  on  almost  any 
other  claim  for  a  rebate.  Certain  it  is  that  we  cannot  attempt 
to  nullify  the  law  which  provides  that  the  published  rate 
shall  be  the  legal  rate." 

210.  Inquiry  as  to  methods  of  procedure  before  the  Commis- 
sion and  request  for  an  opinion  on  a  certain  statement  of  facts 
which  it   s  intimated  existed. 

Field  ifiat  it  was  inadvisable  as  a  general  inile  to  answer 
broad  rpiostiona  like  the  one  submitted  unless  at  the  same  time 
the  Commission  is  also  informed  of  the  concrete  facts  to  which 
it  is  intended  the  reply  is  to  be  applied. 

211.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.  In- 
quiry as  to  the  interpretation  of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905  with 
respect  to  the  report  of  free  and  reduced  transportation  to  em- 
ployes and  their  families. 

Held  that  the  law  makes  it  oblisratory  upon  railway  compan- 
ies to  furnish  a  list  of  all  passes  given  to  residents  of  Wiscon- 
sin whether  they  are  employes  or  not 
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212.  National  Wholesale  Lumber  Dealers'  Association,  New 
York,  N.  Y.  Complaint  against  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.'  and  the 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  for  the  rate  charged  on  shipntent  of  lumber 
from  Merrill  to  Sheboygan. 

This  shipment  involves  the  matter  of  a  joint  rate.  The  rate 
charged  was  the  sum  of  the  locals.  If  sliipm-ents  are  made  fre- 
quently between  points  named  and  the  railway  companies  have 
refused  on  application  to  publish  a  joint  rate  this  Commission 
has  power  to  hear  an  application  for  a  joint  rate  and  prescribe 
such  rates  if  the  facts  submitted  at  the  hearing  justify  it. 

213.  In  the  matter  of  log  rates  between  stations  on  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry. 

ThJis  involved  correspondence  between  lumber  dealers  at  va- 
rious points  with  a  view  of  determining  the  commercial  condi- 
tions under  which  existing  rates  were  established. 

214.  George  J.  Thiele,  Taylor.  Complaint  against  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Railway  Co.  for  an  overcharge  on  a  carload  of 
potatoes  shipped  from  Amherst,  Wis.,  to  Morristown,  Tenn. 
This  claim  tests  upon  an  apparent  misunderstanding  on  the 
part  of  the  complainant  or  a  misquotation  on  the  part  of  the 
Railway  Company.  The  rate  which  the  complainant  was  actu- 
ally obliged  to  pay  was  much  in  excess  of  the  rate  which  he 
states  he  was  told  would  be  charged  for  the  shipment  in  ques- 
tion. The  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  took  the  matter  up  with 
its  connecting  lines,  numerous  letters  have  passed  between 
the  various  parties  interested  and  up  to  the  present  the  matter 
has  not  been  closed.  There  app:  ars  to  be  some  difficulty  in  se- 
curing all  the  facts  in  the  case  since  the  shipment  was  made  in 
November,  1902. 

215.  Evergreen  Nursery  Co.,  Sturgeon  Bay.  Complaint  re- 
garding rates  on  pine  cones  from  Sturgeon  Lake.  Minn,  to 
Sturgeon  Bay,  Wis. 

The  rate  which  was  quoted  to  the  complainant  was  65  cents 
between  the  two  points  named.  After  correspondence  with  the 
railway  companies  concerned  and  othv^r  parties  interested  a 
joint  rate  of  20  cents  was  published  under  which  the  shipments 
moved. 
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216.  Naliional  Express  Co.     Application  for  change  in  classi- 
fication. 

Objections  were  made  by  certain  shippers  and  the  date  for 
the  proposed  change  was  postponed  and  complaints  withdrawn. 

217.  American  Express  Co.    Same  as  case  216. 

218.  Adams  Express  Co.    Same  as  case  216. 

219.  United  States  Express  Co.  Application  for  change  in 
classification  of  oyster  empties,  money,  millinery  and  automo- 
biles. 

Objections  were  raised  and  the  application  withdrawn. 

220.  'R.  P.  Guptill,  Rhinelander.  Refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  Co.  to  construct  a  side  track  to  a  point  on  Pells  Lake  near 
Genoa  Junction. 

The  complainant  had  purchased  a  tract  of  land  near  the  lake 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a  large  ice-house  thereon  and 
housing  ice  from  the  lake  and  shipping  it  over  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  The  location  of  the  ice-house  would  be  some  distance 
away  from  the  main  line  of  the  railway.  Complainant  claimed 
that  he  had  verbal  promises  from  officials  of  the  company  that 
the  connection  would  be  made,  but  when  he  made  application 
for  the  same  it  was  refused.  The  Commission  corresponded 
with  the  different  parties  but  of  course  this  matter  was  purely 
a  case  for  the  courts. 

221.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  issue  a  new  tariff  on  logs  between 
stations  named. 

Approved. 

222.  Augusta  Produce  Co.,  Augusta.  Complaint  because  of 
the  failure  of  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  to  furnish  refriger- 
ator cars. 

The  general  freight  agent  explained  that  this  order  invol- 
ved a  foreign  car  which  it  took  some  time  to  secure  and  that 
the  same  had  been  secured  as  promptly  as  possible. 

223.  In  the  matter  of  sanitation  of  cars  and  stations. 
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This  is  an  inquiry  by  the  Commission  into  the  rules?,  regu- 
lations and  practices  affecting  the  sanitation  of  cars  and  sta- 
tions. Various  railway  companies  submitted  what  published 
or  other  material  they  had  bearing  on  this  subject  and  the 
Commission  is  still  gathering  information  with  respect  thereto. 

224.  Q.  J.  Anderson,  Itasca.  Inquiry  regarding  the  classifi- 
cation of  potatoes  in  carload  and  less  than  carload  lots. 

225.  Thomas  H.  Fielding,  Mills.  Complaint  on  account  of  a 
charge  made  by  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  for  transfer- 
ring wood  at  a  junction  point. 

It  appears  that  the  complainant  had  frequently  made  ship- 
ments between  points  named  as  well  as  other  points  and  that 
it  had  been  customary  for  the  Railway  Company  to  give  notice 
of  excess  weight  on  a  car  after  the  same  had  been  weighed  at 
the  junction  point.  That  upon  the  receipt  of  such  notice  the 
complainant  could  generally  dispose  of  the  excess  load  in 
that  locality  and  thus  save  himself  from  loss.  On  the  occasion 
complained  of  the  Railway  Company  employed  a  man  to  throw 
off  the  excess  load.  This  was  the  chief  basis  of  the  complaint. 
The  usual  correspondence  in  regard  to  claims  was  carried  on  in 
this  case. 

226.  J.  P.  Smithj  Sedley,  Saskatchewan,  Canada.  Complaint 
regarding  the  passenger  rates  in  force  between  Wisconsin 
points  and  points  in  Canada,  and  Wisconsin  points  and  Portal, 
North  Dakota. 

It  appears  that  the  complainant  resides  or  has  an  ofiBce  in 
an  interior  Wisconsin  town  and  that  he  is  interested  in  the 
movement  of  immigrants  from  Wisconsin  to  the  points  named. 
The  general  passenger  agent  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ey.  Co. 
submitted  a  letter  in  which  the  differences  in  these,  rates  were 
explained  on  the  basis  of  competition.  The  Commission  wrote 
to  the  correspondent  that  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  had  held 
that  the  competition  created  dissimilar  conditions  which  would 
justify  the  railway  companies  in  doing  the  things  complained 
of.  This  being  an  interstate  matter  the  Commission  was  with- 
out jurisdiction. 

227.  Adams  Express  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
make  certain  changes  in  the  classification. 


410  Rkport  of  the  Railroad  Commissioi^. 

228.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ey.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  adopt  certain  changes  in  the  classi- 
fication recommended  by  the  Western  Classification  Committee 
at  a  meeting  of  that  Committee  in  Los  Angeles  in  January, 
1906. 

Similar  applications  were  received  from  the  other  railway 
companies.  Representatives  of  the  traffic  department  of  these 
railways  explained  that  practically  all  the  changes,  with  a 
few  exceptions,  were  in  the  nature  of  reductions,  and  that  in 
the  few  items  in  which  a  slight  advance  was  made  the  s&im 
was  made  at  the  request  of  manufacturers,  jobbers  and  shi;>- 
pers  of  tho£'3  commotlities.  In  all  cases  the  proposed  changes 
bad  previously  been  agreed  upon  by  the  railways  and  the  inter- 
ested manufacturers  and  shippers.  The  applications  were 
therefore  approved. 

229.  C.  J.  Boeckler,  Broederville.  Complaint  against  the 
Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  Ry.  Co.  alleging  excessive  charges. 

The  Commission  submitted  a  series  of  questions  to  the  com- 
plainant with  a  view  of  getting  information  which  was  nec- 
essary in  order  to  arrive  at  some  judgment  regarding  the  mer- 
its of  the  complaint.    Such  statement  of  facts  was  not  received. 

230.  Loveland  Co.,  Washburn.  Right  of  a  railway  company 
to  abandon  its  line. 

This  inquiry  was  the  result  of  a  rumor  that  a  certain  line  of 
railway  was  about  to  be  abandoned.  The  Commission  took  the 
position  that  this  was  a  matter  upon  which  the  attorney  gen- 
eral ought  finally  to  express  an  opinion  but  it  was  also  stated 
that  there  probably  was  nothing  in  the  Railroad  Commission 
law  to  prevent  a  railway  company  from  abandoning  an  un- 
profitable line  under  certain  conditions. 

231.  H.  S.  Wunderlich,  Koepenick.  Complaint  on  account 
of  overcharge  on  shipments  of  lumber  from  Koepenick  to 
Lynxville. 

These  shipments  of  lumber  were  made  over  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
and  the  C.  B.  &  Q.  Rys.  The  joint  tariffs  covering  shipments 
between  points  on  these  two  lines  of  road  appeared  to  be  in- 
definitely worded  so  that  different  constructions  could  be 
placeil  upon  them.     The  Commission  fon:  d  some  difficulty  in 
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determining  from  the  published  tariffs  what  the  actual  rate 
was.  Correspondence  regarding  thi^  case  extended  over  a 
long  period  of  time  and  finally  the  claim  was  paid  by  the  Rail- 
way Company  for  the  reason  that  the  rate  originally  collected 
was  not  in  strict  accordance  with  the  wording  of  the  published 
tariff  at  the  time  the  shipments  were  made. 

232.  Oshkosh  Fuel  Co.,  Oshkosh.  Claim  against  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  covering  an  alleged  overcharge  on  a  ship- 
ment of  cord-wood  from  Oshkosh  to  Fisk. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  rates  complained  of, 
and  on  the  basis  of  which  a  claim  for  overcharge  was  made, 
were  the  published  rates  and  that,  therefore,  the  complainant  had 
no  just  basis  for  his  claim  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
rates  collected  were  of  th-emselves  unreasonable  or  discrim- 
inatory. The  question  of  discrimination  among  localities  in- 
cluding the  points  from  and  to  which  the  shipments  in  question 
were  made  was  not  taken  up. 

233.  L.  C.  Whittet,  Edgerton.  Complaint  against  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  charging  a  higher  rate  from  Steub:u  than 
from  La.Farge  to  Edgerton,  Steuben  being  an  intermediate 
point. 

It  was  found  that  the  rate  in  effect  between  La  Farge  and 
Edgerton  was  $1.65  per  cord  while  the  rate  from  Steuben  was 
5  cents  per  hundred  pounds,' which  on  a  distance  basis 
amounted  to  appreciably  more  than  the  rate  from  La  Fargo. 
There  was  also  a  question  regarding  the  weight  of  th<3  wood.  The 
Commission  found  that  the  conditions  under  which  these  ship- 
ments were  made  were  substantially  similar  and  that  therefore 
no  ground  existed  for  violating  the  long  and  short  haul  prin- 
ciple.    The  Railway  Company  ordered  the  claim  paid. 

234.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  logs  and  bolts 
to  Eau  Claire  and  Chippewa  Falls. 

After  correspondence  with  interested  manufacturers  the  ap- 
plication was  approved. 

235.  Ole  Barton,  Primrose.  Complaint  that  the  passenger 
fare  between  Marshfield  and  Madison  was  different  according 
to  the  direction  in  which  the  traveling  was  done. 
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The  complaint  related  specifically  to  the  charge  of  $4.85 
from  Marshfield  to  Madison  while  the  return  rate  from  Madi- 
son to  Marshfield  was  only  $4.20.  On  examination  it  was 
found  that  the  rate  actually  charged  was  not  in  excess  of  the 
legal  rate  of  3  cents  per  mile  and  that  on  the  return  trip  from 
Madison  to  Marshfield  the  short  line  distance  governed  and 
that  on  this  account  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ey.  Co.  had  been  collect- 
ing only  $4.20. 

236.  P.  C.  Maertz,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  against  the  C.  & 
N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  furnish  cars  at  points  on  the  ex- 
tension from  Lakewood. 

The  situation  seemed  urgent  and  the  Commission  exchanged 
several  telegrams  with  the  parties  interested' followed  up  by  a 
series  of  letters.  These  communications  revealed  the  fact  that 
the  Lakewood  spur  was  operated  by  the  Oconto  Lumber  Co., 
and  that  therefore  request  for  cars  should  be  made  to  that  com- 
pany rather  than  to  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  The  Oconto  Lumber 
Co.  asserted  that  no  applications  had  been  made  to  it  for  these 
ears.  The  complainant  finally  wrote  to  the  Commission  that 
the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  had  furnished  him  all  the  cars  which 
he  desired. 

237.  L.  H.  Mead,  Shell  Lake.  Complaint  against  the  C.  St.  P. 
M.  &  0.  Ry.  on  account  of  the  rate  charged  on  a  carload  of 
Christmas  trees  shipped  from  Minong  to  Milwaukee  and  from 
there  to  St.  Paul. 

This  carload  of  Christmas  trees  had  been  shipped  from 
Minong  to  Milwaukee  at  a  charge  of  $24.  and  then  re-shipped 
without  unloading  from  Milwaukee  to  St.  Paul  at  a  charge  of 
$50.  On  an  examination  of  the  tariffs  and  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations governing  the  shipment  of  Christmas  trees  and  moss  it 
was  found  that  an  error  had  possibly  been  made,  and  that  class 
rates  instead  of  lumber  rates  had  been  charged  on  the  shipment 
from  Milwaukee  to  St.  Paul. 

238.  J.  H.  Hoyt,  Fall  River.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of 
a  railway  company  to  condemn  additional  land  for  a  right-of- 
way  on  which  land  fruit  and  shade  trees  and  buildings  were 
located. 
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Held  that  this  was  a  question  for  the  court  and  not  for  the 
Coirunission. 

239.  Victory  Mercantile  Co.,  Augusta.  Claim  on  account 
of  an  alleged  overcharge  on  a  shipment  of  coal. 

The  rate  from  Milwaukee  and  other  lake  ports  on  coal  to 
Eau  Claire  is  $1.C0  per  ton.  The  rate  from  these  same  points 
to  Augusta  is  $1.40.  Augusta  is  an  intermediate  point  and 
complainant  claimed  that  he  was  entitled  to  as  low  a  rate  as 
Eau  Claire.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  law  does  not  con- 
tain the  prohibition  regarding  the  long  and  short  haul  which  is 
contained  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  law  and  by  which  it  is 
prohibited  to  charge  more  for  a  shorter  haul  than  for  a 
longer  when  the  shorter  is  included  in  the  longer,  the  traffic 
moving  in  the  same  direction  under  substantially  similar  con- 
ditions. The  rate  to  Augusta  was  therefore  not  a  violation  of 
the  Commission  law.  This  rate  as  well  as  other  gdmilar  ques- 
tionable adjustments  are  under  consideration  at  the  present 
time. 

240.  United  States  Express  Co.  Application  for  changes  in 
the  classification  of  oysters  packed  with  or  without  ice. 

Letters  were  sent  out  to  oysrter  dealers  throughout  the  State 
and  no  objections  were  raised  and  the^application  was  approved. 

241.  Zien  Bros.,  Milwaukee.  Inquiry  whether  or  not  express 
companies  are  obliged  to  notify  consignors  in  case  shipments 
are  refused  by  the  consignee. 

Held  that  the  law  requires  express  companies  to  notify  the 
shipper  in  the  event  a  shipment  is  refused  by  the  consignee. 

242.  V.  S.  Keppel,  Holmen.  Inquiry  regarding  the  powers 
of  the  Commission  in  investigating  the  books  of  railway  com- 
panies and  asking  specifically  whether  it  was  within  the 
power  of  the  Commission  to  determine  whether  or  not  certain 
individuals  had  purchased  mileage  books  or  had  received 
passes. 

Correspondent  was  informed  that  the  records  of  the  railway 
companie.s.  were  such  that  it  was  impossible  to  state  at  a  later 
time  whether  or  not  a  certain  person  had  purchased  a  mile- 
age book  at  some  considerable  time  previously.    All   passes 
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granted  since  the  enactment  of  the  Commission  law  are  re- 
ported to  the  Commission.  The  purpose  of  the  inquiry  was 
obviously  to  determine  whether  or  not  certain  public  officials 
had  secured  financial  profit  through  the  use  of  mileage  books 
or  free  transportation  in  the  transaction  of  public  business  for 
which  the  local  political  unit  had  paid.  The  Commission  ex- 
pressed its  willingness  to  assist  public  officials  and  others  in 
compelling  obedience  to  laws  but  it  is  impossible  to  say  who 
did  and  who  did  not  purchase  mileage  books. 

243.  L.  P.  Fox,  Chilton.  Inquiry  regarding  the  powers  of 
the  Commission  to  compel  railway  companies  to  make  con- 
nections at  junction  points. 

Correspondent  informed  that  cases  like  those  cited  in  his 
letter  came  clearly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

244.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Inquiry  regarding  the  pos- 
sibility of  having  certain  intra-state  rates  go  into  effect  on 
less  than  ten  days  notice  as  required  by  law  if  this  is  necessary 
in  order  to  meet  changes  in  interstate  rates. 

Held,  that  it  was  within  the  discretionary  powers  of  the  Com- 
mission to  permit  of  such  changes  in  the  rates  applicable  be- 
tween points  in  the  Stat©  if  that  is  necessary  in  order  to  meet 
interstate  rates. 

245.  Bemis-Hooper-Hayes  Co.,  Oshkosh.  Complaint  on  ac- 
count of  proposed  advance  in  the  minimum  weight  of  carload 
shipments  of  fruit  from  California. 

The  correspondent  alleged  that  a  little  over  a  year  ago  the 
minimum  on  carload  shipments  of  fruit  had  advanced  from 
30,000  to  40,000  pounds  and  that  it  was  currently  reported  that 
a  still  further  advance  was  to  be  made  to  50,000  pounds.  The 
correspondent  was  requested  to  send  the  Commission  accurate 
data  with  reference  to  the  amount  of  fruit  which  is  customa/- 
rily  placed  in  a  car.  It  being  an  interstate  rate  the  Commission 
would  have  no  power  except  to  investig:ate  and,  possibly,  to 
bring  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

246.  Berres-Gehl  Manufacturing  Co.,  West  Bend.  Com- 
plaint regarding  less  than  carload  rates  on  certain  commodi' 
ties  between  West  Bend,  Milwaukee  and  other  points. 
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This  camplaint  related  to  the  fi*eight  rates  on  eastings,  struc- 
tural iron,  sheet  iron,  agricultural  implements  and  other  iron 
goods,  between  West  Bend,  Milwaukee,  Chicago  and  Fond  du 
Lac. 

The  rates  in  effect  between  the  different  points  named  on  the 
commodities  in  question  were  compiled  and  sent  to  the  com- 
plainant. 

247.  In  the  matter  of  passenger  fares  between  Monroe  and 
Madison. 

Ihe  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  charges  $1.10  for  tickets  from 
Monroe  to  Madison,  while  if  the  passenger  uses  a  miloage  book 
74  miles  are  lifted,  or  the  equivalent  of  $1.48  if  a  2,000  mile 
book  is  used  and  $1.85  if  a  1,000  mile  book  is  used.  This  is 
a  discrimination  against  the  users  of  mileage  books.  On  in- 
quiry it  was  found  that  this  practice  was  also  in  vogue  between 
Mineral  Point  and  Madison  and  was  the  rv  suit  of  competition 
with  the  Northwestern  at  Dodgeville,  which  point  is  reached 
by  stage  from  Mineral  Point.  It  was  explained  by  the  Rail- 
way Company  that  the  normal  rate  between  Monroe  and  Madi- 
son via  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  was  $1.83,  when  the  Illinois  Central 
was  opened  for  traffic,  being  a  short  line,  the  rate  was  reduced 
to  $1.10.  It  developed,  however,  that  the  service  via  the  longer 
line  by  way  of  Brodhead  and  eTanesville  was  more  satisfactory 
and  that  travelers  using  mileage  books  preferred  to  pay  the 
greater  charge.  **We  have  never  assumed  that  because  it  was 
desirable,  from  a  business  standpoint  or  from  a  standpoint 
of  satisfying  the  public,  to  meet  a  selling  rate  between  two 
points  it  was  necessary  to  meet  the  conditions  prevailing  via 
competing  lines  on  mileage  tickets  on  which  the  net  rate  per 

mile  is  less  than  the  regular  fare Steps  will  be  taken  to 

withdraw  this  mileage  from  use  and  to  cancel  the  use  of  the 

short  line  rate  between  Monroe  and  Madison '*    The  rates 

between  Monroe  and  several  other  points  were  considered  in 
connection  with  certain  formal  complaints  which  were  lat^r 
brought  before  the  Commission  and  an  account  of  which  is 
given  there. 

248.  B.  R.  Wagner  Manufacturing  Co.,  North  Milwaukee. 
Complaint  regarding  rates  on  iron  forgings  in  boxes  and  bar- 
rels from  Milwaukee  to  ^eboygwi  m  less  thafl  c^x  lota. 
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After  consdderable  correspondence  the  complainant  filed  a 
formal  complaint  which  is  disposed  of  under  Case  No.  42,  For- 
mal Complaints. 

249.  Gould,  Wells  &  Blackburn  Co.,  Madison.  Complaint 
on  account  of  overcharge  on  a  carload  of  canned  salmon  ship- 
ped from  Portland,  Oregon,  to  Madison. 

The  initial  shipment  was  made  over  the  Oregon  Eailway  & 
Navigation  Co.  and  delivery  at  Madison  was  made  over  the  C.  & 
N.  W.  The  rates  applicable  to  shipments  of  this  kind  were 
compiled  and  submitted  to  the  complainant  as  well  as  the  rail- 
way companies.  The  C.  &  N.  W.  agreed  to  take  up  the  matter 
with  the  Oregon  Railway  &  Navigation  Co.  even  though  it  is 
customary  in  cases  of  this  kind  to  negotiate  with  the  initial 
carrier.    The  claim  was  paid. 

250.  T.  B.  Davis,  Downing.  Complaint  on  account  of  re- 
fusal of  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  to  permit  stop-over 
privileges  in  unloading  carload  shipments  of  salt  at  several  sta- 
tions. 

Complainant  claimed  the  right  to  unload  at  more  than  one 
station  at  an  additional  charge  of  $5.  because  this  was  permit- 
ted in  the  unloading  of  lime.  It  is  also  permitted  in  loading 
certain  commodities.  The  Railway  Company  took  the  position 
that  unloading  at  more  than  one  station  was  permitted  in  the 
case  of  lime  because  it  was  a  highly  perishable  commodity  and 
that  without  this  privilege  relatively  few  consignees  in  that 
section  of  the  State  could  avail  themselves  of  the  low  carload 
rate.  Correspondent  was  informed  that  the  Commissrion  could 
express  no  opinion  with  reference  to  the  merits  of  his  claim 
without  a  hearing. 

251.  Edward  Maldaner,  Watertown.  Complaint  regarding 
the  rate  on  coal  from  Milwaukee  and  the  rate  on  stone  to  Wat- 
ertown and  Chicago. 

The  rate  on  coal  complained  of  was  a  rate  of  5.5  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  from  Milwaukee  to  Hubbleton,  eight  miles  be- 
yond Watertown,  as  compared  with  a  rate  of  3%  cents  from 
Milwaukee  to  Watertown.  The  rate  on  stone  complained  of 
was  a  rate  of  2  cents  per  hundred  pounds  between  Richwood 
f^nd  ^ater^wA,  a  distance  of  five  miles,  as  compared  with  a 
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rate  of  4  cents  per  hundred  pounds  between  Hubbleton,  Water- 
town  and  Chicago,  a  distance  of  140  miles.  The  rates  appli- 
cable to  this  ca&e  were  compiled  and  submitted  to  the  com- 
plainant, a  representative  to  the  Railway  Company  called  upon 
the  complainant  and  a  new  tariff  providing  for  satisfactory  ad- 
justments was  promptly  issued  by  the  company. 

252.  Geo.  W.  Smith,  Tioga.  Complaint  regarding  rates  in 
effect  on  the  Fairchild  &  Southeastern  Ry. 

Commission  requested  a  more  definite  statement  of  facts 
which  was  not  received. 

253.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  Ry.  Co.  and  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to  cancel  certain  rates 
on  lumber  between  specified  points.  After  correspondence 
with  interested  parties  application  was  granted. 

254.  George  Lyle,  Oregon.  Complaint  against  the  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  Ry.  Co.  for  the  loss  resulting  from  failure  of  Railway  Com- 
pany to  place  a  carload  of  sheep  where  the  same  could  bfe  un- 
loaded. 

After  correspondence  the  claim  was  paid. 

255.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
cancel  rates  applicable  to  shipments  of  telegraph  poles  and 
ties  in  car  lots. 

After  correspondence  application  was  granted. 

256.  Wells  &  Chase,  Dorchester.  Complaint  against  Wiscon- 
sin Central  Ry.  Co.  because  of  its  refusal  to  construct  a  side 
track. 

This  was  made  the  subject  of  a  formal  complaint  which  was 
disposed  of  in  Case  No.  43. 

257.  Brown  Rros.  Lumber  Co.,  Rhineland-er.  Inquiry  re- 
garding lumber  rates  in  effect  on  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  between 
various  points  mentioned. 

Compilations  of  these  rates  were  made  and  submitted  to  the 
correspondent. 

.  258.  6.  W.  Jones  Lumber  Co.,  Appleton.     Inquiry  regarding 
27— R.  R. 
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the  powers  of  the  Commission  over  joint  rates  and  stating 
why  the  complainant  desires  to  have  joint  rates  established 
between  certain  points  named. 

Powers  of  the  Commissions  in  matters  of  joint  rate  were  set 
forth  in  letter  to  correspondent. 

259.  James  E.  Lyons,  Colby.  Complaint  regarding  joint 
rates  on  hay  from  Coxie  station,  on  the  Fairchild  &  North- 
Bastem  Ry.,  to  Ironwood  and  Wakefiold,  Michigan.  The  Pair- 
child  &  N.  E.  Ry.  Co.  was  requested  to  furnish  the  Commission 
complete  information  regarding  the  rates  in  effect  from  points 
on  its  line  to  the  points  mentioned  and  the  correspondent  was 
informed  accordingly. 

260.  L.  C.  Whittet,  Edgerton.  Complaint  regarding  the  rate 
on  lumber  from  Elcho  to  Edgerton. 

This  was  made  a  matter  of  formal  complaint  which  is  dis- 
posed of  in  Case  35,  Formal  Complaints. 

261.  A.  E.  Wing,  Whitehall.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right 
of  a  shipper  to  route  his  shipment  over  certain  rails. 

The  law  applicable  to  this  question  was  submitted  to  the 
correspondent. 

262.  Kaukauna  Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co.,  Kaukauna. 
Complaint  against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  make 
prompt  deliveries  of  shipments  from  Chicago  and  Oshkosh  to 
Kaukauna. 

Complainant  submitted  a  series  of  expense  bills  and  bills  of 
lading  showing  that  unnecessary  time  had  been  consumed  in 
making  these  shipments  as  a  result  of  which  he  had  suffered 
loss. 

Matters  complained  of  were  promptly  remedied  by  the  Rail- 
way Company. 

2(53.  In  the  matter  of  concentration  rate  on  cheese.  In 
quiry  from  the  General  Freight  Agents  of  several  railway 
companies  regarding  the  existing  system  of  concentration 
rates,  especially  the  practice  of  shipping  cheese  in  a  direction 
away  from  the  market,  which  has  grown  up  under  the  con- 
centration system.  All  matters  relating  to  cheese  rates  were 
disposed  of  in  the  case  of  the  Southern  Wisconsin    Cheeger 


EePOBT    of    the   RA.ILBOAD    COMMISSION.  419 

men's  Protective  Association,    Case   No.    24   of   the   Formal 
Docket. 

264.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  change  the  minimum  weights  on  wall-plaster,  asbestos, 
cement  and  stucco  in  car  lots  from  24,000  to  30,000  pounds. 
Letters  were  sent  to  dealers  in  and  consumers  of  these  com- 
modities in  all  parts  of  the  state.  Although  only  a  few  ob- 
jections were  raised  the  minimum  was  allowed  to  stand,  for 
the  reason  that  an  advance  to  30,000  pounds  would,  under 
circumstances,  be  a  hardship  on  contractors  near  the  close  of 
the  season  and  to  small  contractors  in  the  smaller  towns  at 
all  seasons. 

265.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  approval 
of  interlocking  plant  near  Donald. 

266.  Owen  &  Northern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  approval  of 
interlocking  plant  near  Ladysmith. 

267.  H.  E.  McEachron,  Wausau.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  refund  an  alleged  over- 
charge on  a  carload  shipment  of  hay  when  the  car  was  loaded 
to  its  full  visible  capacity. 

This  as  well  as  some  que^ions  relating  to  sUipments  of  hay 
was  disposed  of  in  the  case  of  the  Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator 
Co.  against  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  See  Case  No.  14, 
Formal  Complaints. 

268.  Edward  W.  Guildner,  Levee.  Complaint  against  C. 
M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  discontinuing  Lewiston  station  near 
Portage. 

This  matter  was  later  taken  up  in  a  formal  way  and  dis- 
posed of  in  Case  No.  42  of  the  Formal  Docket. 

269.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  make  effective  immediately  a  rate  on  lumber  between  Mil- 
waukee and  Manitowoc  and  intermediate  points  to  Merrillan  in 
conjunction  with  the  Green  Bay  &  Western  R.  R. 

Application  granted. 
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270.  E.  R.  Wagner  Manufacturing  Co.,  North  Milwaukee 
Petition  for  reduction  in  rates  on  springs  and  axles  for  chil- 
dren's vehicles,  K.  D.,  L.  Q.  L.,  from  Milwaukee  to  various 
points  in  Wisconsin. 

After  considerable  correspondence  this  was  taken  up  in 
formal  complaint  and  disposed  of  in  Case  No.  50. 

271.  Manitowoc  Malting  Co.,  Maitowoc.  See  Formal  Com- 
plaints, Case  No.  37. 

272.  Wisconsin  Sugar  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  regard- 
ing rules  governing  minimum  weights  on  shipments  of  beets 
to  sugar  factories. 

Correspondence  and  informal  conferences  followed  this  com- 
plaint and  the  matter  was  finally  disposed  of  in  formal  hear- 
ings as  recorded  in  Case  No.  73  of  the  Formal  Docket. 

273.  John  Schroeder  Lumber  Co.,  Ashland.  Complaint  re- 
garding the  rate  on  lumber  between  Ashland  and  Crystal 
Palls,  Michigan. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  no  commodity  rate  was 
in  effect  between  the  points  mentioned  and  that  the  rate  which 
was  actually  charged  was  one  cent  below  the  Superior-Duluth 
rate  to  the  same  point. 

274.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  Request  for 
ruling  from  the  Commission  regarding  the  application  of  cer- 
tain short  line  rates  to  competitive  points  on  the  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  Ry. 

It  was  represented  that  occasionally,  through  the  lack  of 
knowledge  or  error  on  the  part  of  employes,  discrepancies 
crept  into  the  published  tariffs  under  which  it  was  impossible 
for  the  road  to  meet  short  line  competition.  Specific  in- 
stances were  cited  and  the  Commission  was  asked  whether 
it  would  be  possible  to  secure  changes  in  misfits  in  the  rate  of 
the  kind  indicated  in  less  time  than  the  ten  days  prescribed  by 
law.  Heldj  that  chancres  such  as  those  indicated  in  the  letter 
could  be  made  and  that  the  Commission  was  always  willing, 
to  exercise  discretionary  powers  provided  full  statements  of 
the  facts  were  submitted  in  each  case. 
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275.  Levin  &  Norden,  Ashland.  Complaint  regarding  the 
rates  on  hay  and  oats  between  Ghetek  and  Ashland. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  rates  charged  were 
the  published  and  lawful  rates  and  that  therefore  the  Com- 
mission could  not  recommend  to  the  Railway  Company  the  pay- 
ment of  the  alleged  overcharge. 

276.  Wisconsin  Central  Ey.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  new  rate  on  pulp-wood  between  Eau  Claire  and 
Neenah  and  Menasha  effective  immediately. 

Granted. 

277.  Inquiry  regarding  rates  on  potatoes  in  car  load  lots 
between  Eilboum  City  and  Belleville. 

Bates  reported  to  the  correspondent. 

278.  Otto  Puerst,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N. 
W.  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  deliver  promptly  baggage  as  a  result 
of  which  complainant  suffered  financial  loss. 

The  complaint  enumerated  a  number  of  instances  in  whlich  his 
trunk  was  not  delivered  and  because  of  the  failure  of  such 
non-delivery  he  was  unable  to  transact  business  and  was  sub- 
jected to  financial  loss  the  amount  of  which  was  stated. 

The  Railway  Company  paid  the  claim. 

279.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  Ry.  Co.  Inquiry  regard- 
ing the  duty  of  the  Railway  Company  to  file  excursion  rates 
when  such  rates  are  to  go  into  effect  in  less  than  ten  days. 

Held,  that  the  Company  might  issue  excursion  tickets  on  les3 
than  ten  days  notice  provided  previous  permission  was  secured 
from  the  Commission. 

280.  A.  J.  Rose,  Park  Falls.  Complaint  regarding  the  con- 
dition of  a  crossing  on  the  line  of  the  Roddis  Lumber  &  Veneer 

Co. 

Correspondence  with  both  parties  brought  out  the  definite 
facts  in  the  case  and  the  fault  appeared  to  lie  on  both  sides. 
The  Company  promised  to  do  everything  reasonable  for  the 
protection  of  the  crossing  complained  of. 
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281.  Qreen  Bay  Fibre  &  Paper  Co.,  Green  Bay.  Complaint 
regarding  rates  on  wood  pulp  between  Green  Bay  and  other 
Pox  River  points. 

The  rate  complained  of  was  a  rate  of  5  cents  from  Green 
Bay  to  Kankauna,  Appleton  and  Menasha  as  compared  with  a 
rate  of  2.5  cents  between  Blaukauna  and  Appleton  and  Men- 
asha . 

The  distaoce  between  Kankauna  and  M3na&rha  is  fourteen  miles 
and  between  Green  Bay  and  Kaukanna  is  thirty-six  miles.  It  was 
claimed  that  the  rate  from  Green  Bay  to  Kaukauna  and  other 
Fox  River  points  should  not  be  more  than  4  cents.  Other 
rates  were  presented  in  the  same  way  in  the  complaint.  Cor- 
respondent was  informed  that  the  Commission  had  under  con- 
sideration all  these  rates  on  wood-pulp  with  a  number  of 
parties  and  that  the  question  involved  was  ultimately  one  of 
absolute  reasonableness  of  the  rates.  The  Commission  could 
not  express  an  opinion  in  advance  regarding  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rates  complained  of  and  suggested  that  if  the  mat- 
ter was  of  sufficient  importance  to  him  he  might  file  a  com- 
plainty  when  the  question  would  be  considered  on  its  merits. 

282.  Lloyd  Scott,  Belleville.  Complaint  regarding  rates  on 
immigrant's  movables  between  Marshfield  and  Belleville. 

This  was  primarily  a  question  of  fact  as  to  the  amount  of 
furniture  loaded  in  each  of  the  cars  and  the  conditions  under 
which  the  third  car  required  for  making  the  shipment  was 
ordered. 

The  tariffs  and  the  niles  governing  shipments  of  this,  kind 
were  submitted  to  the  complainant. 

283.  Zien  Bros.,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  Ry.  Co  for  alleged  neglect  to  notify  a  shipper  of  the  refusal 
of  goods  ly  the  consignee. 

This  co'nplaint  led  to  extensive  correspondence  regarding 
the  rules  r^nd  customs  of  railway  cfompanies  with  respect  to  the 
notificatior.  of  consignees  and  shippers.  The  published  rules 
require  thb  companies  to  notify  both  parties. 

284.  In  the  matter  of  passenger  rates  to  colonization  agents 
and  homeseekers. 

The  main  points  involved  in  this  inquiry  are  disposed  of  in 
Case  No.  1  of  the  Formal  Docket 
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285.  Hugh  O'Connor,  Milwaukee.    Inquiry  regarding  the 
use  of  a  pass. 

Beferred  to  the  Attorney  General. 

286.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  operate  interlocking  plant  at  Bain. 

287.  Nels  Swanson,  Almena.  Complaint  against  Soo  Ry.  for 
flag  crossing  in  the  village  of  Altnena. 

Correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company. 

288.  A.  C.  Gower,  Chippewa  Falla  Complaint  against  Wis- 
consin Central  Ry.  on  account  of  a  dangerous  crossing  at  Bad- 
ger Mills. 

Complaint  transmitted  to  the  Company  and  the  law  govern- 
ing such  cases  submitted  to  the  complainant. 

289.  Guy  Dick,  Hillsdale.  Complaint  against  Minneapolis, 
St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  supply  ade- 
quate station  facilities  at  Hillsdale. 

The  complaint  alleged  that  there  were  no  adequate  facilities 
for  handling  freight  and  that  goods  were  frequently  left  ex- 
posed to  the  weather.  The  Commission  requested  complainant 
to  submit  statement  regarding  the  size  of  the  village  and  the 
amount  of  business  transacted  at  that  staion,  all  of  which  was 
submitted  to  the  Railway  Company  which  agreed  to  provide 
better  facilities. 

290.  A.  J.  McDonald,  Superior.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N. 
W.  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  overchar^  on  a  shipment  of  piling 
from  Sanborn  to  Two  Rivers.    See  below. 

291.  A.  J.  McDonald,  Superior.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N. 
W.  Ry.  Co.  and  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  over- 
charge on  ten  cars  of  piling  shipped  from  Spider  Lake  to  Ra- 
cine and  Sheboygan. 

These  complaints  involved  five  different  claims.  The  tariffs 
applicable  to  each  shipment  were  compiled  and  submitted  both 
to  the  Railway  Company  and  to  the  complainant.  A  conference 
was  held  over  the  matter  and  the  usual  correspondence  regard- 
ing claims  conducted. 
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292.  A.  J.  jNIcDonald,  Superior.  Complaint  against  C.  St. 
P.  &  O.  Uy.  Co.  for  their  refusal  to  switch  a  ear  of  piling  in 
St.  Paul. 

The  car  in  question  was  ordered  from  the  Northern  Pacific 
to  a  private  switch  connection  with  the  Omaha.    The  Omaha 
refused  to  switch  this  car  as  a  result  of  which  complainant 
was  obliged  to  haul  the  piling  from  the  Northern  Pacific  tracks 
at  an  expense  of  $10,  which  was  the  amount  of  his  claim.     The 
Omaha  Co.  maintained  that  the  track  on  which  delivery  was 
requested  was  not  an  industry  track  but  merely  a  team  track. 
The  St.  Paul  yards  are  conveniently  located  with  reference  to 
the  building  where  the  material  was  to  be  used.  **It  is  not  the 
custom  at  St.  Paul,  or  elsewhere,  for  railway  companies  to  use 
their  team  tracks  for  the  loading  or  unloading  of  freight  other 
than  that  received  or  forwarded  over  their  own  line.    It  there- 
fore was  entirely  in  line  with  this  practice  and  we  declined  to 
switch  this  particular  car  to  the  track  delivery  requested.    It 
is  customary  for  this  company  in  St.  Paul  and   elsewhere   to 
switch  carload  freight  to  and  from  tracks  which  are  built  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  a  particular  industry  such  tracks  being 
designated  as  industry  tracks." 

293.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  and  Chicago 
&  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  In  the  matter  of  rates  to  colonization 
agents  and  homeseekers. 

See  Case  No.  1  of  Formal  Docket. 

294.  Frank  Klath,  Leopolis.  Inquiry  regarding  rates  on 
handles  and  boxed  hardware. 

Correspondent  requested  to  describe  the  manner  in  which 
handles  were  put  up  for  shipment.    No  answer  received. 

295.  Sandoval  Zinc  Co.,  Chicago. 

See  Formal  Complaint  Docket,  No.  48. 

296.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omalia  Ry.  Co.  Inquiry 
regarding  an  amendment  to  an  existing  tariff  naming  a  rate 
on  milk  and  cream  in  cans  between  Minong  and  Eau  Claire 
and  Chippewa  Falls. 
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297.  Giles  H.  Putnam,  New  London.  Complaint  regarding 
alleged  discrimination  on  the  part  of  the  Green  Bay  &  Western 
R.  R.  in  its  joint  rates  for  concentration  with  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  Ry.  at  Plymouth,  and  other  points. 

Complaint  was  investigated  but  the  correspondent  did  not 
follow  the  matter  up. 

298.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  rate  on  wood  bolts  between 
designated  points.      Granted. 

299.  Wisconsin  Fruit  Package  Co.,  Crandon.  Complaint 
against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  and  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co. 
for  rates  charged  on  shipments  of  berry-box  material  from 
Crandon  to  points  on  these  lines. 

Complainants  have  submitted  extensive  and  well  formulated 
facte.  The  matter  has  been  informally  discussed  and  is  still 
under  consideration. 

300.  Berris-Gehl  Manufacturing  Co.,  West  Bend.  Inquiry 
regarding  rates  between  West  Bend  and  Milwaukee  on  desig- 
nated commodities. 

After  correspondence  had  been  opened  complainant  informed 
the  Commission  that  the  Railway  Company  had  promised  to  re- 
duce rates  and  the  complaint  was  withdrawn. 

301.  Marshfield  Stave  Co.,  Marshfield.  Complaint  against 
Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  overcharge  on  a  ship- 
ment of  excelsior  from  Marshfield  to  Algoma. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  rates  charged  were  the 
published  rates  and  that  the  Commission  could  not  sanction  the 
repayment  of  the  alleged  overcharge.  The  laws  are  as  bind- 
ing on  the  Commission  as  they  are  on  the  carriers  and  shippers. 

302.  Reconsignments,  cars  and  shipments. 

A  further  inquiry  by  the  Commission  into  the  existing  rules 
and  regulations  governing  reconsignments. 

303.  George  Tuttle,  Winnebago.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right 
of  railway  companies  to  give  free  or  reduced  transportation 
to  destitute  or  homeless  persons. 
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The  law  goveming  this  submitted  to  the  correspondent. 

304.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  A^/plication  for  authority 
to  put  into  effect  emergency  rates  on  lumber  between  Menasha 
and  Bhinelander  via  Prentice  and  the  Soo  line. 

Application  granted. 

305.  A.  J.  Bmpey,  Milladore.  Complaint  against  Wisconsin 
Central  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  overcharge  in  shipment  of  bolts 
from  Milladore  to  Menasha.  The  Wisconsin  Central  tariffs  ap- 
plicable to  the  shipment  were  quoted  to  the  correspondent  and 
the  rules  goveming  minimum  weights  quoted.  Apparently, 
tariff  and  rules  had  been  observed.  The  usual  correspondence 
regarding  claims. 

306.  La  Crosse  Rubber  Mills  Co.,  La  Crosse.  Complaint  re- 
garding  rates  from  La  Crosse  to  certain  eastern  points  as  com- 
pared with  rates  from  these  same  eastern  points  to  La  Crosse 
on  various  kinds  of  rubber  goods. 

The  rates  applicable  to  interstate  shipments  of  the  kind  indi- 
cated in  the  complaint  were  looked  up  and  submitted  to  the 
correspondent. 

307.  Fred  Andres  &  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Inquiry  regarding  the 
amount  of  clearance  required  by  law  for  a  building  which 
projects  over  railway  tracks. 

Correspondent  referred  to  section  2,  chapter  348,  Laws  of 
1905. 

308.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  emergency  joint  rate  on  stone  between  Ashland  and 
Rhinelander.  • 

Granted. 

309.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  on  stone  in  car  load  lots  between  Colfax  and 
Eau  Claire  and  Chippewa  Falls. 

Granted. 

310.  A.  R.  Krouskopf,  Richland  Center.  Complaint  r^^gard- 
ing  rates  on  lumber  between  Richland  Center,  Jefferson  and 
Fort  Atkinson. 


Repobt  of  the  Raileoad  Commission.  427 

See  Formal  Complaint  No.  46. 

311.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  ap- 
proval of  interlocking  plant  at  Willow. 

312.  W.  J.  Campbell,  Oshkosh. 
See  Formal  Complaint  No.  61. 

313.  Wilbur  Lumber  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Inquiry  regarding 
rule  governing  mixed  carload  shipments  of  hard  and  soft  coal. 

This  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Commission  and  disposed 
of  as  reported  in  Case  No.  57  of  the  Formal  Dockei. 

314.  F.  E.  Parker,  Superior.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  and  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0  Ry.  on  account  of  alleged  excessive 
rate  charged  on  shipments  of  lumber  from  Saxon  to  Ash- 
land. 

This  complaint  of  excessiveness  in  the  rate  rested  upon  a 
comparison  with  the  rate  charged  over  the  Duluth,  South 
Shore  &  Atlantic  Ry.  The  Northwestern  and  Omaha  companies 
claimed  that  the  comparison  was  an  unfa'lr  one  for  the  reason 
that  they  were  obliged  to  haul  their  shipments  over  an  ex- 
tremely circuitous  route. 

315.  Joseph  Liberty,  Stetsonville.  Complaint  against  Wis- 
consin Central  Ry.  for  refusal  to  stop  certain  trains  at  Stetson- 
ville. 

See  Formal  Complaint  No.  56. 

316.  J.  F.  Conant  Manufacturing  Co.,  South  Milwaukee.  In- 
quiry regarding  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  make  a  re- 
fund on  account  of  aJleofed  overcharges  on  shipments  of  loga 
from  points  in  northern  Wisconsin  to  South  Milwaukee. 

The  correspondent  recited  in  detail  the  conditions  under 
which  these  shipments  were  made  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
former  rate  under  which  he  had  shipped  ever  since  his  business 
was  established  had  been  abrogated.  Various  provisions  of 
the  law  applicable  to  this  case  were  presented  and  discussed 
by  the  Commission. 

317.  Wolf  River  Paper  &  Fibre  Co.,  Shawano.  Complaint 
regarding  rates  on  coal  from  Milwaukee  to  Shawano. 
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See  Formal  Complaint  No.  55. 

318.  W.  H.  Douglas,  Prentice.  Complaint  on  account  of  ex- 
cessive rates  charged  on  shipments  of  feed  from  Armour, 
South  Dakota,  to  Prentice,  Wisconsin. 

The  rates  applicable  to  this  shipment  were  compiled  and  ad- 
ditional information  called  for  from  the  complainant. 

319.  P.  H.  Magdeburg,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  on  account 
of  the  refusal  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  to  grant  certain 
excursion  rates  to  old  soldiers. 

It  appears  that  the  complaiat  was  the  result  of  the  refusal  of 
the  Railway  Company  to  grant  reduced  rates  to  old  soldiers  for 
certain  re-unions  when  the  number  attending  such  conven- 
tions was  less  than  one  hundred.  Held,  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Railroad  Commission  law  of  Wisconsin  to  prevent  the 
Rail\^ay  Company  from  granting  such  rates  if  the  same  had  • 
been  customarily  granted  before  the  enactment  of  this  law. 

320.  Thomas  Wilson,  General  Counsel,  Chicago,  St.  Paul, 
Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Request  for  ruling  regarding 
the  issuance  of  free  passes. 

321.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.  Re- 
quest for  ruling  regarding  *' contract"  passes. 

It  appears  that  the  persons  to  whom  passes  in  question  had 
previously  been  granted  had  received  them  in  consideration  of 
the  right  of  way  which  they  had  given  to  the  Railway  Com- 
pany. Held,  that  under  the  law  no  citizens  of  Wisconsin 
could  Accept  free  transportation  unless  they  came  expressly 
within  the  excepted  classes. 

322.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  on  eggs,  effective  immediately,  between  Port- 
age and  Wausau. 

Granted. 

323.  Ashland  Lime,  Salt  &  Cement  Co.,  Ashland.  Complaint 
regarding  rates  on  lime  on  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis 
&  Omaha  Ry. 
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The  rates  complained  of  were  rates  which  were  the  result 
of  water  competition,  which  explains  the  apparent  lack  of  ad- 
justment in  the  rates  between  the  different  localities. 

324.  Joseph  Nevin,  superintendent  of  fisheriesj.  Request 
for  an  opinion  regarding  the  right  of  the  Railway  Company  to 
haul  free  of  charg-e  car  of  the  state  fish  commission. 

Ileld,  that  the  law  permitted  the  free  transportation  of  this 
car  but  that  the  inmates  of  the  car  must  pay  their  fares. 

325.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  rate  on  castings  between  Neenah 
and  Rhinelander. 

Granted. 

326.  J.  P.  Holland,  Watertown.  Inquiry  whether  a  can- 
didate for  a  public  office  who  is  connected  with  a  newspaper 
has  a  right  to  use  newspaper  mileage  while  he  is  conducting 
his  campaign. 

This  question  was  referred  to  the  attorney  general  who  de- 
cid.ti  that  the  proposed  use  of  advertising  mileage  by  the  per- 
son in  question  was  unlawful. 

327.  Rib  River  Land  Co.,  JMedford.  Complaint  on  account 
of  alleged  discrimination  in  car  supply. 

A  subsequent  communication  stated  that  cars  were  being 
furnished  and  that  the  Commission  should  not  proceed  with 
the  complaint. 

328.  W.  G.  Bissell,  Lodi.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  Co.  regarding  rates  on  brick. 

S  e  Formal  Complaint  No.  53. 

329.  Kaukauna  Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Co.  Complaint 
Against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  on  account  of  the  rate*  on  sand  from 
Two  Rivers  to  Kaukauna. 

After  the  attention  of  the  Railway  Company  was  called  to 
the  complaint  the  desired  rat-?  was  published. 

330.  Ward  Bloss,  Salem.  Inquiry  whether  a  man  who  pur- 
chjised  a  farm  adjoining  a  lake  and  builds  a  side  track  from 
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the  lake  to  the  right-of-way  of  the  Railway  Company  for  the 
purpose  of  shipping  ice  can  compel  the  Railway  Company  to 
make  connection. 

The  law  governing  compulsory  making  of  connections  was 
submitted  to  the  correspondent. 

331.  Vaughn  Manufacturing  Co.,  Jefferson.  Complaint  al- 
leging that  express  rates  had  been  advanced  from  20  to  40  per- 
cent during  the  last  eighteen  months. 

Complainant  informed  that  if  he  chose  to  make  a  formal 
complaint  the  Commission  would,  of  course,  bring  the  matter 
to  a  hearing  promptly  in  accordance  with  law ;  but  that  under 
the  pressure  of  numerous  other  things  which  the  Commission 
was  considering  it  could  not  at  that  time  on  its  own  motion 
proceed  to  any  extended  investigation  of  express  rates. 

332.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  rate  of  5  cents  on  bulk  bottles 
between  Milwaukee  and  Oshkosh  to  meet  the  same  rate  over 
the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry. 

Granted. 

333.  "W.  L.  Oltman,  Ellsworth.  Complaint  against  C.  St.  P. 
M.  &  0.  Ry.  on  account  of  rate  charged  on  sugar  between  New 
York  and  Ellsworth. 

More  details  relating  to  the  shipments  were  called  for  but 
not  furnished. 

334.  Joseph  McCarthy,  Kaukauna.  Complaint  regarding 
rate  on  sand  from  Two  Rivers  to  Kaukauna. 

Complaint  was  disposed  of  as  shown  in  Case  329  above. 

335.  W  W.  Wells,  Mayor,  Sparta.  Inquiry  regarding  the 
right  of  a  railway  company  to  grant  a  special  rate  to  the  city 
of  Sparta  .'or  the  transportation  of  read  making  material. 

Section  of  Wisconsin  railroad  law  quoted  to  the  effect  that 
is  it  within  the  province  of  the  Railway  Company  to  grant  such 
reduced  rate 

336.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  ap- 
proval of  mferlocking  plant  near  Sheboygan. 
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337.  Green  Bay  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.  Request  for  an  opinion 
regarding  the  right  of  the  Company  to  carry  a  circus  advertis- 
ing car  and  advertising  employes  free  of  charge  when  the 
Company  does  not  carry  the  circus  itself. 

It  appears  that  for  years  past  the  Green  Bay  &  Western  had 
carried  the  advertising  car  of  circuses  and  advertising  agent 
free  of  charge  in  consideration  of  the  ificreased  traflBc  which 
the  Green  Bay  &  Western  would  derive  from  the  travel  be- 
tween points  on  its  line  to  points  on  those  connections  at  which 
circuses  exhibited.  The  company  claimed  that  in  the  case  of 
its  failure  to  carry  the  advertising  cars  as  heretofore  it  would 
lose  hundreds  of  dollars  in  revenue. 

Held,  that  section  28  of  the  Railroad  Commission  Law  does 
not  empower  the  Commission  to  suspend  the  anti-pass  law 
and  that  no  emergency  has  aris:n  such  as  is  clearly  contem- 
plated by  the  statute.  There  is,  however,  no  objection  to  the 
companies  transporting  advertising  cars  at  a  greatly  reduced 
rate  provided  a  tariff  governing  the  same  is  pubrshed.  The 
Commission  will  permit  the  same  to  become  effective  if  neces- 
sary at  once.  Agents  transported  in  the  advertising  car  must 
pay  their  fares  although  reduced  rates  such  as  are  customarily 
sold  may  be  provided  for  such  agents  within  the  limitations 
prescribed  by  law. 

338.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  rate  of  $1.25  per  gross  ton  on 
pig  iron  from  Ashland  to  Menomonie. 

Granted. 

339.  John  B.  Kalsbun,  St.  Paul.  Complaint  regarding  an 
alleged  overcharge  in  passenger  fare  between  St.  Paul  and  Wil- 
son, Wis. 

The  distance  is  forty-nine  miles  and  the  charge  $1.65  which 
the  complainant  alleges  is  in  excess  of  what  is  legally  permis- 
sible. This  being  an  interstate  rate  the  Railway  Company  re- 
quested the  complainant  to  take  the  matter  up  directly  with 
them  and  that  they  would  arrange  the  matter  satisfactorily. 

340.  P.  A.  Johnson,  Deronda.  Complaint  alleging  lack  of 
statiop  f ?u;ilities  at  Dwight  on  tbe  Sop  line. 
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See  Formal  Complaint  No.  55. 

341.  La  Crosse  Interstate  Fair  Association.  Opinion  regard- 
ing the  right  of  officers  of  the  Fair  Associafion  to  use  adver- 
tising mileage. 

Held,  that  the  mileage  so  given  is  free  transportation  within 
the  meaning  of  the  anti-pass  law.  Where  newspaper  owners 
are  officers  or  candidates  for  office  they  are  prohibited  by  the 
statute  from  accepting  mileage  as  a  consideration  for  adver- 
tising in  their  papers.  In  the  case  of  officers  of  the  Fair  As- 
sociation it  is  understood  that  no  mileage  is  to  be  issued  to  any 
person  also  holding  a  public  office.  The  Commission  sees  no 
reason  from  a  legal  standpoint  why  if  the  Railway  Company 
desires  to  advertise  in  the  premium  lists  it  may  not  do  so  and 
pay  for  such  advertising  in  the  form  of  mileage  to  officers  and 
other  representatives  of  the  Fair  Association. 

342.  Davis  Bros.  Stone  Co.,  et  al.,  Lannon.  Complaint  re- 
regarding  lack  of  adequate  car  supply  in  the  Lannon  quarry 
district. 

Immediately  after  the  attention  of  the  Railway  Company  had 
been  called  to  this  the  Commission  received  a  letter  from  the 
complainant  to  the  effect  that  the  situation  had  very  much  im- 
proved and  that  there  was  then  very  little  to  complain  of. 

343.  C.  L.  Powers,  Fond  du  Lac.  Complaint  alleging  over- 
charge on  the  part  of  the  C.  M.  &.  St.  P.  Ry.  on  a  shipment 
of  a  boat  from  Columbus  to  Schleisingerville. 

This  overcharge  was  the  result  of  the  application  of  a  new 
rule  which  was  applied  to  shipments  of  articles  like  boats. 
The  Railway  Company  promptly  refunded  the  overcharge  after 
the  application  of  the  new  rule  had  been  abrogated.  See 
Formal  Complaint  No.  54. 

844.  Curtiss  &  Yale  Co.,  Wausan.  Claim  against  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  overcharge  on  a  shipment  of  lum- 
ber from  Wausau  to  Rhinelander  jointly  over  the  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  and  the  Soo  lines. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  no  joint  rate  had  been 
published  covering  shipments  over  the  Milwaukee  and  Soo  lines 

between  Wausau  and  Rhinelander  and  that  the  sum  of  the  twc 
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locals,  being  the  amount  charged  for  the  shipments  in  ques- 
tion, was  greatly  in  excess  of  the  published  rate  on  the  C.  & 
N.  W.  Ry.  for  shipments  between  the  same  points  for  the  same 
commodity. 

Held,  that  the  present  case  appears  to  involve  the  hardship 
which  it  is  difScult  to  avoid  in  the  enactment  of  general  laws. 
It  is  a  legal  question  in  reference  to  which  the  Commission  has 
no  discretionary  powers  whatsoever.  The  Railroad  Commission 
law  expressly  provides  for  the  publication  and  filing  of  tariflfs 
and  imposses  a  penalty  for  charging,  demanding,  collecting  or 
receiving  a  greater  or  less  compensation  than  is  specified  in 
such  printed  schedule.  A  large  number  of  cases  covering 
the  same  point  can  be  cited.  The  Railroad  Commission  law 
of  Wisconsin  would  not  be  complied  with  by  making  a  collec- 
tion at  the  tariff  rate  in  the  first  instance  and  then  refunding 
a  part  of  the  amount  collected,  provided,  that  the  same  is  not 
unreasonable  in  itself  in  which  case  a  court  might  order  a  re- 
fund. The  refund  asked  for  in  the  present  case  would  be  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Commission  a  violation  of  the  law.  The 
Commission  is  always  ready  in  cases  of  this  kind  to  sanction 
the  publication  of  new  rates  without  <}elay  but  it  has  no  au- 
thority to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  statute. 

345.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  switching  tariff  on  sand  between 
pit  and  industries  at  Mellen. 

Granted. 

346.  L.  Kleimenhagen,  Kilboum  City.  Complaint  against 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  alleged  excessive  rates  charged  on 
shipments  of  coal  to  Kilboum  City  for  the  use  of  the  munici- 
pality. 

On  the  receipt  of  the  complaint  the  Commission  informed 
the  correspondent  that  it  was  to  be  assumed  that  this  coal  was 
shipped  directly  from  the  mines  and  that  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rate  complained  of  would  depend  to  a  large  extent  on 
how  far  the  coal  was  being  transported.  Definite  facts  were 
called  for  and  a  statement  made  that  as  soon  as  such  informa- 
tion was  received  the  Commission  would  be  in  position  to 
prosecute  the  inquiry.    The  information  was  not  received. 

28— R.  R. 
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347.  Harvey  Bros.,  Chicago.  Complaint  aj;,ainst  C.  M.  &  St, 
P.  Jiy.  for  alleged  excessive  rates  on  hay  between  Oconto  and 
certain  places  in  soutl.oni  Wisconsin  as  compared  with  the 
rate  to  Chicago. 

This  is  an  interstate  matter  over  which  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission has  only  limited  jurisdiction.  The  rate  between  Ocon- 
to and  Fox  Lake,  Burlington  and  similar  places  is  complained 
of  as  compared  with  the  rate  to  Chicago.  The  published  tar- 
iffs apply  Chicago  rates  as  a  maximum  to  points  on  the  direct 
line  intern:odiate  between  Oconto  and  Chicago.  The  Railway 
Company  maintained  that  Fox  Lake  and  Burlington  were  not 
intermediate  on  the  direct  line  and  that  hence  there  was  no 
violation  of  either  the  published  tariff  or  tho  law. 

348.  Chic*  go,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  Request  for 
an  opinion  of  the  Commission  regarding  the  right  of  the  Com- 
pjiny  to  issue  tariffs  on  materials  used  in  the  construction  of 
manufacturing  buildings  at  half  the  published  rates. 

See  decision  of  the  Commission  in  this  case,  Formal  Docket 
No.  9J. 

34G  Beach  &  Bowers,  Beaver  Dam.  Complaint  against  C. 
M.  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  its  refusal  to  transport  the  private  cars 
belonging  to  complainants. 

See  ruling  of  this  Commission  in  the  case  of  Don  C.  Hall 
against  Oj.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  foi-mal  docket  No.  41. 

3f 0.  John  H.  Fowles,  Milwaul^ce.  Request  for  an  opinion 
of  the  Commission  regarding  the  right  of  a  permanent  em- 
ployee of  a  railway  company,  giving  his  undivided  time  to 
that  company,  to  use  free  transportation  in  the  event  of  his 
entering  as  a  private  in  the  State  Militia. 

This  question  was  submitted  to  the  Attorney  General  who 
after  citing  a  number  of  decisions  and  commenting  upon  the 
same  came  to  the  conclusion:  *'that  a  private  in  the  mil- 
itia service  of  the  State  does  not  hold  either  a  public  office 
or  a  position  within  the  meaning  of  the  statutes  and  consti- 
tutional provision  of  this  State  above  cited,  and  that  a  private 
in  the  militia  service  of  the  State  is  not  prohibited  thereby  from 
asking  for,  receiving  or  using  free  or  reduced  transportation  from 
the   railwaj^   pompany;   aad  in  the   case   mentiope^  by   Mr- 
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Powles  where,  as  he  states,  the  private  is  in  the  continued  ser- 
vice :  that  isr,  gA'ing  his  undivided  time  to  the  railway  company, 
he  might,  under  the  provisions  of  Sec.  8  of  Chap.  362,  Laws  of 
1905,  as  amended  by  chap.  13  Laws  of  the  Special  Session  of 
1905,  in  any  event  lawfully  receive  and  use  free  transportation 
or  reduced  rates  for  hirao3lf  or  members  of  his  family.  *' 

351.  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Co.  Application  for  the  ap- 
proval of  an  emergency  rate  on  spool  stock  in  car  lots  from 
Menasha  to  Rhinclandcr  via  Prentice  at  9  cents  per  hundred 
pounds. 

Granted. 

352.  Gurney  Refrigerator  Co.,  Fond  du  Lac.  Inquiry  re- 
garding rat  s  on  forest  products. 

Correspondent  informed  that  various  rates  on  forest  prod- 
ucts had  been  informally  before  the  C^minij^iion  and  that  the 
same  were  still  under  consideration,  that  if  the  correspondent 
desired  to  make  formal  complaint  the  Commission  would  hear 
the  same  on  its  merits. 

353.  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Co.  Application  for  author- 
ity to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  rate  of  7.5  cents  on  masquite 
from  Chippewa  Falls  to  Milwaukee. 

Granted. 

354.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  rate  on  old  rails,  Ashland  to  Bruce, 
$2.25  per  gross  ton. 

Granted. 

355.  Davis  Bros.  Cheese  Co.,  Plymouth.  Complaint  regard- 
ing certain  rates  on  cheese  into  Plymouth. 

The  complaint  had  reference  especially  to  violations  of 
the  long  and  short  haul  principle  because  cheese  was  being 
hauled  into  Sheboygan  at  a  lower  rate  than  into  Plymouth  al- 
though in  reaching  Sheboygan  it  passes  through  Plymouth. 
This,  it  was  claimed,  gave  Sheboygan  an  advantage  over  Ply- 
mouth on  concentration  and  on  shipments  out.  The  situation 
was  explained  on  the  basis  of  water  competition. 
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356.  King  &  Barteles  Lumber  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Com- 
plaint regarding  rates  on  lumber  from  Merrill  to  Sheboygan 
over  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  and  C.  &  N.  W.  Rys. 

The  rate  complained  of  was  the  published  rate. 

357.  F.  W.  Ploetz,  Coloma.  Inquiry  as  to  statutes  covering 
the  construction  of  side  tracks  to  warehouses. 

Referred  to  section  802,  Revised  Statutes.  Held,  that 
when  parties  desire  additional  side  track  facilities  for  carry- 
ing on  their  business  and  for  their  special  convenience  and  not 
for  the  con vcn  once  of  the  general  public,  parties  desiring  such 
conveniences  must  bear  the  expense  of  building  the  same. 

358.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  joint  r&te  of  $1.35  per  ton  on 
soft  coal  from  Manitowoc  to  La  Crosse.     Granted. 

359.  Osceola  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.,  Osceola.  Complaint 
against  the  IMinneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste  Marie  Ry.  Co. 
for  its  refusal  to  put  in  additional  side  tracks. 

See  formal  complaint  No.  60. 

360.  A.  Weiss,  Gillett.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry. 
Co.  for  discontinuing  refrigerator  car  service  at  Gillett. 

The  interruption  in  refrigerator  service  was  only  temporary 
for  rea.sons  explained  by  the  company  and  the  service  was  rein- 
stated promptly. 

361.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  Approval  of 
interlocking  plant  at  Bay  View. 

362.  Charles  G.  Frolimader,  Chelsea.  Claim  against  Wiscon- 
sin Central  Railway  on  account  of  damage  to  merchandise  in 
transit. 

Claim  settled  by  the  Company. 

363.  James  E.  Lyons,  Colby.  Compl^nt  against  C.  St.  P. 
M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  for  its  failure  to  pay  an  alleged  overcharge 
on  shipments  of  hay  from  Coxie  to  Wakefield.  Michigan. 

The  complaint  was  to  the  effect  that  complainant  had  ship- 
ped hay  between  points  mentioned  at  a  rate  of  13  cents  and 
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that  without  notice  such  rate  had  been  advanced  to  19  cents; 
and  the  claim  was  put  in  for  the  difference.  Upon  examina- 
tion it  was  found  that  the  rate  of  13  c.nts  was  quoted  in  error 
and  that  the  published  rate  was  19  cents. 

364.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  rate  of  2.5  cents  on  sand  between 
Stevens  Point  and  Fond  du  Lac. 

Granted. 

365.  C.  H.  Siebold,  Camp  Douglas..  Request  for  an  opinion 
regarding  the  legally  permissible  speed  of  trains  in  running 
through  incorporated  villages  and  particularly  in  crossing 
streets  unprotected  by  crossing  gates. 

Inquiry  referred  to  the  attorney  general  who  rendered  an 
opinion  quoting  section  809,  Wisconsin  Statutes  for  1898,  and 
prescribing  the  pentaly  for  its  violation.  Reference  to  bien- 
nial report  of  the  attorney  general  for  1904  pages  366  to 
376,  in  which  the  principle  of  the  complaint  is  fully  discussed. 

366.  R.  H.  Thomas  &  Sons,  Sheboygan  Falls.  Complaint 
against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  for  charging  a  higher  rate  between 
Princeton  and  Sheboygan  Falls  than  between  Princeton  and 
Sheboygan. 

Correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  brought  out  the 
fact  that  the  rate  from  Princeton  to  Sheboygan  had  also  been 
made  the  maximum  rate  for  intermediate  points  and  that 
hence  the  rate  charged  to  the  complai-nant  was  higher  than 
the  tariff  which  should  actually  have  been  applied.  Rate  was 
corrected  and  a  claim  put  in  for  a  refund  of  the  excess  which 
had  been  erroneously  charged. 

367.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  on  stone  of  1.5  cents  car  lots  between  Wauke- 
sha and  Fond  du  Lac,  effective  immediately. 

Granted. 

368.  Medford  Fruit  Package  Co.,  Medford.  Complaint  re- 
garding rates  on  baskets  and  classification  and  rates  on  fruit 
packages  in  general. 
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One  phr.se  of  the  complaint  was  disposed  of  in  a  ruling  of  the 
Commission.  Sec  For:r.al  Complaint  No.  35.  By  the  terms 
of  this  decision  the  Commission  was  to  take  up  further  the 
matter  of  classification  and  rates  on  fruit  packages  in  the  event 
of  the  failure  of  the  railway  companies  to  ajree  meanwhile  on 
some  satisfactory  classification  and  rate.  No  such  agreement 
has  been  reached  and  the  matter  is  at  present  under  consider- 
ation. 

3C9.  Wisconsin  Chair  Co.,  Port  Washington.  Request  for 
an  opinion  regarding  the  right  of  the  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  refund  on  two  cars  which  were  reconsigned. 

Held,  that  the  general  rules  governing  reconsignment  pro- 
vided for  reconsignment  to  a  point  beyond  on  the  direct  line 
without  change  of  contents  of  the  cars.  These  conditions  had 
not  been  met  in  the  instances  in  question  and  therefore  a  re- 
fund would  be  unlawful. 

370.  Pick  Bros.  &  Co.,  West  Bend. 
See  formal  complaint  No.  63- 

371.  W.  P.  DiVall,  Montfort.  Complaint  regarding  loss  of 
tv/o  steers. 

The  superintendent  of  the  Railway  under  whose  jurisdiction 
this  matter  came  informed  the  Commission  that  h<e  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  killing  of  this  stock  before  his  attention  was 
called  to  it  by  the  Commission.  The  claim  was  promptly  set- 
tled. 

372.  Standard  Mercantile  Co.,  Tomahawk.  Complaint  al- 
leging that  certain  railway  companies  had  refused  to  pay  all 
claims  for  less  amount  than  one  dollar. 

The  Railway  Company  is  entitled  to  the  amount  shown  by 
the  published  tariff,  no  more  and  no  less.  If  it  has  callef»ted 
more  than  this  amoimt  it  may  be  compelled  to  refund  the  ex- 
cess charge  whether  such  excess  amounts  to  50  cents  or  to 
$1,000. 

373.  John  Josart,  Minocqua.  Complaint  against  Railway 
Company  for  killing  stock. 

The  usual  correspondence  with  respect  to  claims  and  also  in- 
formation sent  to  correspondent  re^T^nrdincr  the  stnt^^t'*'"^  regu- 
lating the  speed  of  trains,  fencing  of  station  srrounds,  etc. 
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374.  Anthony  Metzger,  Superior.  Complaint  against  Rail- 
way Company  for  its  refusal  to  permit  a  property  owner  whose 
access  to  public  highways  is  completely  cut  oflE  by  said  Railway 
Company  to  construct  a  crossing. 

Still  under  consideration, 

375.  J.  H.  Hoyt,  Fall  River.  Complaint  regarding  farm 
crossing. 

Complainant  alleges  that  Railway  Company  threatens  to  abol- 
ish his  private  crossing  and  thus  to  prevent  his  having  access 
to  certain  portions  of  his  farm.  The  statutes  applicable  to 
cases  of  this  kind  were  brought  to  the  correspondent's  atten- 
tion and  the  matter  was  also  taken  up  with  the  Railway  Com- 
pany.   Still  under  consideration. 

376.  A.  J.  Smith,  Sayner.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  &  St.  P. 
Ry.  Co.  for  discontinuing  the  station  agent  at  Sayner  and  in- 
quiry regarding  the  report  that  the  Company  is  intending  to 
take  up  a  certain  part  of  its  line. 

Correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  showed  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Railway  Company  to  take  up  any 
part  of  its  line  and  that  the  agent  at  Sayner  was  discontinued 
during  the  winter  months  for  the  reason  that  this  was  merely 
a  summer  station.  The  Railway  Company  submitted  st«^temenl 
of  earnings  at  that  station  on  the  basis  of  which  it  is  claimed 
it  would  be  out  of  the  question  to  maintain  an  agent  all  the 
year  round.  The  company  has  made  an  arrangement  with  a 
local  merchant  to  act  as  agent  and  thus  afford  reasonable  fac< 
ilities  during  the  winter  months. 

377.  La  Crosse  Plow  Co.,  La  Crosse.  Complaint  against  C.  & 
N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  charging  a  higher  rate  from  La  Crosse  to 
Black  River  Falls  and  points  in  territory  adjacent  to  that  city 
than  from  La  Crosse  to  Eau  Claire;  and  also  for  charging  a 
higher  rate  from  La  Crossre  to  Black  River  Falls  than  from  St. 
Paul  to  Black  River  Falls. 

Under  consideration. 

378.  Bloomer  Produce  Co.,  Bloomer.  Complaint  regarding 
rates  on  mixed  carload  shipments  over  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry. 

See  Formal  Complaint  No.  66. 
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379.  Wisconsin  Central*  By.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  of  9  cents  on  soft  coal  between  Ashland  and 
Prentice  effective  imemdialcly. 

Granted. 

380.  Ira  B.  &  E.  M.  Bradford,  Augusta.  Complaint  against 
C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0,  Ry.  Co.  for  charging  higher  rate  from  Lake 
Michigan  ports  into  Augusta  than  into  Eau  Claire  which  is  lo- 
cated beyond  Augusta. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  rate  to  Eau  Claire 
was  made  by  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  in  order  to  meet  the 
competition  of  other  lines  from  Lake  Superior  points.  The 
Railway  Companies  maintained  that  under  the  decisions  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  they  have  a  right  to  violate  the 
long  and  short  haul  principle  under  existing  circumstances. 
A  readjustment  of  coal  rates  has  been  made  the  subject  of  in- 
formal conferences  and  is  still  under  consideration. 

381.  Ole  P.  Munson,  Ferryville.  Complaint  against  La 
Crosse  &  Southeastern  By.  Co.  for  alleged  refusal  to  pay  wages 
to  former  employes. 

The  power  of  the  Commission  in  cases  of  this  kind  is  limited 
but  the  Commission  secured  information  relating  to  stoekhold- 
ers  and  officers  of  the  Company  which  was  transmitted  to  tiie 
complainant. 

382.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  By.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  reduced  rate  between  La 
Crosse  and  Westby. 

Granted. 

383.  Adams  Express  Co.  Application  for  authority  to  put 
into  immediate  effect  a  reduced  rate  on  merchandise  between 
Milwaukee  and  Alma. 

Granted. 

384.  Grand  Rapids  Milling  Co.,  Grand  Rapids.  Complaint 
against  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  refusing  to  permit  milling  in 
transit  over  its  lines  at  Grand  Rapids. 

It  was  explained  by  the  company  that  milling  in  transit  at 


Repoet  of  the  Railboad  Commission.  441 

Orand  Rapids  would  involve  a  haul  from  Tomah  or  New  Lis- 
bon to  Grand  Bapids^  many  miles  off  the  direct  line  and  the 
haul  back;  that  this  was  contrary  to  all  established  rules  gov- 
erning milling  in  transit ;  that  the  company  was  willing  to  allow 
milling  in  transit  at  Grand  Rapids  if  shipments  are  billed 
from  points  on  its  line  to  be  transferred  to  the  Green  Bay  and 
Western  at  Winona.  In  other  words,  the  Milwaukee  Ry.  Co. 
is  willing  to  allow  milling  in  transit  at  Grand  Rapids  under  a 
joint  tariff  with  the  Green  Bay  &  Western  but  not  for  shipments 
exculsively  over  its  line  which  would  thus  be  taken  off  the  direct 
line. 

385.  C.  M.  Rosccrantz,  Milwaukee.  Request  for  an  interpre- 
tation of  section  30,  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905  as  applicable 
to  street  railway  companies.    See  number  420. 

386.  In  the  matter  of  the  records  kept  by  the  railway  com- 
panies concerning  car  supply. 

The  following  letter  was  sent  out  to  the  officials  of  all  the 
different  railway  companies:  ** During  the  past  year  this  Com- 
mission has  received  a  number  of  complaints  alleging  car  short- 
age and  discrimination  in  the  supply  of  cars.  The  season  dur- 
ing which  car  shortage  is  most  likely  to  occur  is  now  at  hand ; 
(letter  dated  August  14)  complaints  are  likely  to  arise  again 
as  they  have  in  the  past.  In  order  that  such  complaints  may 
be  properly  met,  would  it  not  be  desirable  to  adopt  some  sys- 
tem of  recording  orders  for  cars  and  the  sequence  in  which 
such  orders  have  been  filled?  Such  a  record  would  enable  the 
various  railway  companies  as  well  as  the  Commission  to  deter- 
mine the  facts  in  each  case  and  thus  dispose  of  cases  in  regard 
to  car  shortage  effectively  and  promptly.  With  this  in  view 
we  invite  your  suggestion  regarding  the  best  methods  of  keep- 
ing the  car  supply  record." 

One  of  the  large  companies  promptly  informed  the  Commis- 
sion that  a  record  similar  to  that  contemplated  by  the  Commis- 
sion was  being  kept  by  that  company.  Other  companies  took  the 
matter  up  at  once  and  in  a  very  short  time  all  the  companies 
adopted  suitable  records  on  the  basis  of  which  it  is  hoped  that 
the  merits  of  any  particular  complaint  regarding  car  supply 
can  be  determined. 
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387.  C.  Starkweather  &  Son,  Beaver  Earn.  Complaint 
against  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  accoimt  of  the  rates  on 
fuel  wood  and  trimmings  from  Ilermansvilie  end  Wells,  Michi- 
gan to  Waupun  and  Beaver  Dam,  Wis. 

The  Railway  Company  established  a  new  rate  and  the  com- 
plaint was  withdrawn. 

388.  Wisconsin  Central  Ey.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish,  effective  immediately,  a  rate  of  3%  cents  on  pulp 
wood  from  Ashland  to  Eau  Claire. 

Granted. 

389.  Chippewa  Brick  Manufacturing  Co.,  Chippewa  Falls. 
Complaint  against  railway  companies  entering  Chippewa  Falls 
on  account  of  rates  on  common  brick  which  are  alleged  to  be 
excessive  and  discr'minatory  as  compared  with  rates  charged 
on  the  same  commodity  from  competing  points. 

In  connection  with  this  and  similar  complaints  on  the  part 
of  other  brick  manufacturers  the  brick  rates  applicable 
throughout  the  State  of  Wisconsin  were  compiled  by  the  Com- 
mission and  submitted  to  the  complainant.  These  compilations 
showed  that  the  alleged  discrimination  in  favor  of  certain 
points  which  compete  with  Chippewa  Falls  manufacturers  did 
not  exist.  The  making  of  commodity  rates  to  certain  locali- 
ties is  still  under  consideration. 

390.  Northern  Hardwood  Lumber  Co.,  Marshfield.  Inquiry 
regarding  right  of  shippers  to  make  connection  with  side  tracks 
and  alleging  discrimination  in  the  construction  of  side  tracks. 

Correspondent  referred  to  section  1802,  Wisconsin  Statutes 
of  1898  as  amended  by  chapter  386,  Laws  of  1905.  The  Rail- 
road Commission  Law  of  Wisconsin  is  opposed  to  every  species 
of  favoritism  and  discrimination.  If  an  examination  of  the 
facts  involved  in  this  case  should  disclose  that  the  Railway 
Company  is  refusing  to  do  for  tho  complainant  what  it  has 
been  doing  and  still  is  doing  for  others  under  substantially 
similar  circumstances  and  conditions  complainant  would  have 
cause  for  complaint  on  the  ground  of  discrimination.  Such  a 
complaint  the  Commission  w^ill  hear  on  its  merits. 

391.  Evergreen  Nursery  Co.,  Sturgeon  Bay.     Complaint 
garding  certain  interstate  express  rates. 
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The  rates  complained  of  being  entirely  interstate  this  Com- 
mission took  the  matter  up  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, at  whose  hands  the  complaint  is  being  investigated. 

392.  Wausau  Paper  Mills  Co.,  Wausau.  Inquiry  regarding 
the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  withdraw  a  joint  tariflE 
wholly  within  the  State  where  the  rate  has  been  in  force  pre- 
vious to  January  1,  1906. 

Held,  that  a  railway  company  has  a  right  to  withdraw  any 
existing  tariffs,  except  those  established  by  the  order  of  tho  Com- 
mission, on  ten  days  notice,  in  accordance  with  law.  Com- 
plaints arising  out  of  such  withdrawals  will  be  heard  by  the 
Commission  on  their  merits. 

393.  H.  M.  Blumenthal,  Columbus.  Request  for  an  opinion 
regarding  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  refuse  to  refund 
on  the  surrender  of  the  cover  of  a  2,000  mile  ticket  when  such 
ticket  has  been  used  by  other  parties  than  the  one  who  pur- 
chased the  same. 

This  question  was  submitted  to  the  attorney  general  who 
submitted  an  opoinion  to  the  effect  that  the  reduced  rato  at  which 
the  2,000  mile  ticket  was  sold  was  based  upon  certain  conditioi^ 
am^mg  them  being  a  condition  that  such  ticket  should  be  used 
excMsively  by  the  purchaser.  Such  a  provision  is  valid  .•>*^d 
the)^fore  the  railway  company  has  a  right  to  refuse  to  refund 
whea  the  same  has  been  violated. 

3&4.  R.  M.  La  Follette,  Madison.  Complaint  agaii.st  C.  M.  & 
St.  r  *  Ry.  Co.  oil  account  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  train  service 
on  tlsM  Prairie  du  Chien  Division. 

Thi^  complaint  was  disposed  of  in  connection  with  the  formal 
compWnts  of  F.  C.  Smith  and  L.  H.  Bancroft,  S  e  Case  No.  69. 

395.  A.  E.  Wing,  Whitehall.  Complaint  against  C.  St.  P.  M. 
&  0.  Kjf.  Co.  for  its  refusal  to  stop  cars  in  transit  to  finish  load- 
ing of  Jive  poultry. 

It  ap|)ears  that  all  but  two  or  three  of  the  railway  companies, 
membei-«  of  the  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  have  in  effect 
a  rul«e  by  which  a  shipper  of  live  poultry  can  finish  leading  a 
car  of  live  poultry  at  a  second  station  by  the  payment  of  $5.00 
additional.    This  rule  is  not  on  the  Omaha.     The  matter  was 
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considered  in  informal  conference  and  correspondence.  Com- 
plainant has  given  notice  that  he  will  bring  the  matter  forward 
in  formal  complaint  which  will  be  heard  on  its  merits. 

396.  J.  H.  Orasslie,  Spring  Valley.  Complaint  against  the 
Drummond  &  Southwestern  Ry.  regarding  the  service  and  fail- 
ure to  publish  tariffs. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  company  which  has  since 
complied  and  filed  its  tariff. 

397.  Ira  E.  Smith,  Cassian.  Bequest  for  an  opinion  regarding 
the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  demand  compensation  for  a 
grade  crossing  where  a  highway  is  laid  out  across  its  tracks. 

Held,  that  if  the  railway  is  constructed  across  the  highway 
the  law  is  absolutely  clear  that  it  must  keep  the  crossing  in  good 
condition  for  public  use ;  if,  how-ever,  the  railway  was  built  first 
and  the  highway  was  laid  out  across  the  railway  after  the  rail- 
way was  built  the  town  must  bear  the  expense  of  constructing 
the  highway.  See  Statutes  of  Wisconsin  1299,  1299a  to  1299h, 
inclusive. 

398.  A.  Bueth,  Sun  Prairie.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  &  St.  P. 
Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  furnish  adequate  supply  of  cars. 

The  Railway  Company  submitted  copies  of  the  record  of  the 
number  of  cans  ordered,  on  hand,  loaded  and  empty  and  the 
number  of  cars  supplied  to  the  complainant.  At  an  informal 
conference  the  superintendent  of  the  division  in  question  and 
the  conductor  of  the  train  who  distributes  cars  appeared  and  ex- 
plained the  actual. practice.  Except  discriminations  which  re- 
sulted from  the  action  of  a  substitute  conductor  the  distribution 
of  cars  appears  to  have  been  made  as  equitable  as  possible  under 
the  circumstances. 

399.  C.  S.  Porter  &  Co.,  Fox  Lake.  Complaint  against  CM. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  rates  charged  on  hard  and  soft 
coal  between  Milwaukee  and  Fox  Lake  as  compared  with  rates 
charged  to  other  points. 

The  Company  reduced  the  rate  to  Fox  Lake  so  as  to  bring  it 
in  line  with  rates  to  other  points. 

400.  The  John  Lauson  Manufacturing  Co.,   New   Holstein. 
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Complaint  alleging  that  rates  from  Chilton  to  eastern  points  are 
excessive  as  compared  with  rates  from  points  which  compete  in 
the  same  line  of  manufacturing  but  more  remote  from  such 
eastern  points. 

Specifically,  the  question  at  issue  was  the  relation  of  the  rates 
on  gasoline  engines  aud  similar  manufactured  products  from 
Chilton  to  the  East  as  compared  with  the  rate  from  Fox  River  ' 
points  to  the  East.  The  Chilton  rate  was  31  cents  while  the  rate 
from  the  more  distant  Fox  River  points  was  22.5  cents.  This 
was  a  violation  of  the  well  known  long  and  short  haul  principle 
concerning  which,  however,  there  is  no  express  provision  in  the 
Wisconsin  statute.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Law  prohibits 
such  violations  unless  the  circumstances  are  dissimilar.  The 
Railway  Company  promptly  readjusted  these  rates  so  as  to  put 
New  Holstein  on  the  same  basis  with  Fox  River  points. 

Another  point  at  issue  was  the  right  of  the  complainant  to  a 
refund  on  his  shipments  at  the  higher  rate.  The  Commission 
held  that  since  these  shipments  had  been  made  at  the  published 
rate  any  departure  therefrom  would  be  unjustifiable  unless  such 
rates  should  be  declared  to  be  unreasonable  in  themselves  and  a 
court  should  order  the  refund  to  be  made  on  that  ground.  The 
Commission  was  also  requested  to  express  an  opinion  regarding 
the  reasonableness  of  certain  rates.  This  the  Commission  de- 
clined to  do  for  the  reason  that  the  arguments  on  both  sides  had 
not  been  presented  and  that  the  question  of  the  reasonableness 
of  these  rates  might  come  before  the  Commission  for  adjudica- 
tion. 

401.  H.  P.  Bradley,  Town  Clerk,  Wauwatosa.  Complaint  on 
account  of  the  refusal  of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  to  place  Wau- 
watosa on  the  same  basis  with  West  Allis  and  North  Milwaukee 
in  regard  to  switching. 

The  question  involved  is  the  geographical  extent  of  the  terri- 
tory in  which  published  switching  rates  may  be  applied.  The  C. 
M.  &  St.  P.  and  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co's.  do  not  at  present  in- 
clude Wauwatosa  within  their  **  terminal  limits  "and  for  that 
reason  the  regular  distance  tariffs  are  applied  in  moving  cars 
between  Milwaukee  terminals  and  the  Wauwatosa  depot  This 
case  has  been  made  the  matter  of  formal  complaint.  See  Case 
No.  68. 
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402.  Greenleaf  Stone  Co.,  Green  Bay.  Complaint  regarding; 
rates  on  stone  from  Greenleaf  to  points  on  the  C.  M  &  £t.  P.  \ly. 

After  some  correspondence  this  was  made  a  matter  of  formal 
complaint.    See  Case  No.  84. 

403.  Wadhams  Oil  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Comprint  regaiding  the 
rate  on  a  car  of  soda  ash  from  Milwaukee  to  Baraboo. 

It  appears  that  the  rate  on  soda  ash  irom  JMilwaukee  to  La 
Crosse  is  10.5  cents  and  from  Milwaukee  to  Baraboo  is  14  cents. 
The  complainant  maintained  that  Baraboo,  being  an  intermedi- 
ate station  on  the  line  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  between  Milwaukee  and 
La  Crosse,  should  not  take  a  rate  in  excess  of  the  La  Crosse  rato. 
Thfc  Railway  Company  maintains  that  the  La  Crosse  rate  is  dic- 
tated by  competition  and  that  the  Baraboo  rate  is  in  itself  reap 
sonable.  There  being  no  long  and  short  haul  provision  in  the 
Wisconsin  law  the  complainant  can  secure  no  relief  under  that 
law  except  on  complaint  and  hearing  in  reference  to  the  merits 
of  the  rate  in  itself. 

404.  W.  F.  Weilcr,  Bloomer.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of 
the  complainant  to  use  newspaper  mileage. 

Referred  to  opinion  of  the  attorney  general  indicated  in 
another  case  cited  above. 

405.  Rev.  J.  B.  McFarland,  Eden.  Complaint  alleging  inade- 
quacy  of  train  service  at  Eden. 

After  some  correspondence  a  formal  complaint  was  entered 
and  the  case  heard  and  decided  as  recorded  in  Case  No.  75  of  the 
Formal  Docket. 

406.  W.  L.  Oltman,  Ellsworth.  Complaint  regarding  the  rate 
on  soap  between  Kansas  City  and  EUsw^orth  as  compared  with 
the  rate  to  St.  Paul  and  also  as  compared  with  the  rate  tetween 
Chicago  and.  Ellsworth. 

. The  rate  on  soap  and  other  commodities  between  Kaisas  City 
and  Hudson  is  the  same  as  to  St.  Paul ;  but  the  railway  company 
has  refused  to  extend  the  group  of  cities  to  which  the  Kansas 
City-St.  Paul  rates  apply  to  Ellsworth.  Ellsworth  pays  the 
Kansas  City-St.  Paul  rate  plus  the  local  rate  from  Hudson  to 
Ellsworth.  On  shipments  from  Chicago  to  Ellsworth,  Ellsworth 
takes  the  Cbicago-St.  Paul  rates. 

4f^    -  Krueger,  Quarry.    Petition  for  the  eatablislh- 
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ment  of  a  station  at  Quarry  on  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin  Central. 
See  Formal  Complaint  No.  79. 

408.  0.  il.  Thompson,  President,  Village  Board,  Rio.  Com- 
plaint against  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  regarding  the  failure  of  the 
Company  to  construct  a  proper  crossing  over  its  track. 

This  matter  comes  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  town  or  vil- 
lage board  in  the  first  instance. 

409.  John  H.  Allan  Seed  Co.,  Shoboygan.  Complaint  against 
Wisconsin  Central,  C.  &  N.  W.,  C.  M.  &  Sty  P.  Rys.  on  account 
of  the  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  peas  and  beans  and 
other  seeds  used  for  seed  purposes. 

This  complaint  was  very  carefully  drawn  and  elaborated  with 
much  detail.  The  companies  are  still  ccnsidering  the  various 
matters  involved  and  the  final  conclusion  has,  therefore,  not  yet 
been  reached. 

410.  Noll  &  Co.,  Chilton.  Complaint  against  the  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  the  rates  charj»ed  for  tho  trans])oi'tation 
of  woven  wire  and  building  paper  f ronr  Chicago  to  Chilton. 

All  the  rates  involved  are  interstate  rates  Complaint  al- 
leg:es  an  excessive  difference  in  the  rate  en  car'oad  and  less  than 
carload  shipments.  A  compilation  of  rates  en  wire  along  dif- 
ferent lines  and  in  different  states  shows  that  the  relation  be- 
tween carload  and  less  than  carload  rates  is  generally  about  what 
it  is  in  the  case  of  the  rates  from  Chicago  to  Chilton.  There  ex- 
ists, therefore,  no  discrimination  again^  Chilton  in  this  respect 
although  it  may  be  an  open  que^ion  whether  or  not  the  relations 
in  the  rates  between  carload  and  less  than  car'oad  shipments  are 
as  equitable  as  they  can  be  made.  Buildini?  paper  is  shipped 
as  third  class  in  less  tlian  carload  lots.  This  appears  to  be  a 
high  classification  for  so  low  grade  a  commodity.  The  matter 
is  still  under  consideration. 

411.  John  Powell,  Argyle.  Complaint  alleging  lack  of  sta- 
tion facilities  at  Argyle  on  the  line  of  the  niinois  Central  R. 
R.  Co. 

Under  consideration. 

412.  John  A.  Gaynor,  Grand  Rapids.  Request  for  an  opinioa 
regarding  reduced  rates  to  cranberry  pickers. 

Referred  to  a  similar  case  cited  ift  C^e  No.  67  above, 
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413.  R.  B.  Watrous,  iNlilwaukee.  Inquiry  regarding  the  le- 
gality of  the  proposed  extension  of  time  on  excursion  tickets 
held  by  a  group  of  Indians  who  were  brought  to  the  Wisconsin 
State  Fair.  It  was  not  proposed  to  grant  a  general  extension 
of  time  to  the  holders  of  excursion  tickets  placed  on  sale  on 
account  of  the  State  Pair. 

Heldf  that  the  law  applicable  to  the  case  was  perfectly  clear 
and  that  the  Commission  did  not  recognize  any  great  public  in- 
terest or  emergency  which  would  justify  it  in  recommending 
such  an  extension  of  time  on  these  tickets,  if  it  were  legally  per- 
missible to  do  so,  and  work  a  discrimination  against  the  holders 
of  all  other  similar  tickets.  The  law  expressly  prohibits  dis- 
criminations, of  this  kind. 

414.  £.  Elbertson,  Augusta.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
coal  rates  from  Milwaukee  to  Augusta  being  higher  than  to  Eau 
Claire,  Augusta  being  an  intermediate  point. 

This  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 

» 

415.  Eimon-Oyaas-Po\^Jer  Co.,  Superior.  Complaint  alleg- 
ing excessive  and  unreasonable  rates  on  various  commodities  on 
the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  between  points  in  northern  Wis- 
consin. 

Correspondent  submitted  a  number  of  commodities  on  which 
he  believed  the  rates  were  excessive.  The  Commission  could  not 
express  an  opinion  regarding  the  reasonableness  of  these  rates 
in  advance  because  the  matter  might  come  up  for  formal  hear- 
ing and  the  correspondent  was  informed  that  if  he  would  sub- 
mit the  complaint  his  case  would  be  heard  in  accordance  with 
law. 

416.  A.  H.  Opsahl,  De  Forest.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
loss  of  a  phonograph  shipped  by  express. 

Inquiries  were  sent  to  the  local  express  office  and  soon  there- 
after the  missing  phonograph  was  located. 

417.  S.  A.  Baird,  Waukesha.  Complaint  on  account  of  inad- 
equate facilities  in  delivering  carload  shipments  at  certain  lo- 
calities in  or  near  Waukesha. 

The  complainant  later  informed  the  Commission  that  the 
matter  complained  of  had  been  remedied  by  the  company. 
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418.  Complaint  regarding  the  minimum  weight  on  stallions 
and  jacks. 

On  inquiry  the  Railway  Company  informed  the  Commission 
that  as  a  matter  of  fact  single  animals  shipped  in  this  way  re- 
quired practically  an  entire  car  and  that  the  present  minimum 
weight  did  not  properly  compensate  the  companies  for  the  work 
that  they  were  actually  dodng.    Matter  still  pending. 

419.  Frank  Nemachek,  Appleton.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  furnish  passes  to  em- 
ployes. 

Correspondent  referred  to  the  sections  of  the  law  applicable 
to  his  complaint. 

420.  Under  date  of  August  7  Mr.  Clarke  M.  Rosecrantz,  at- 
torney for  the  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  and  Light  Company, 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Commission,  desiring  to  be  informed 
whether  or  not,  under  the  provisions  of  chapter  362  of  the  Laws 
of  Wisconsin  for  the  year  1905,  the  Railway  Company  in  ques- 
tion was  obliged  to  make  a  report  to  the  Railroad  Commission  of 
accidents  happening  within  the  city  limits  of  the  city  of  Milwau- 
kee. In  this  connection  it  was  stated  that  the  street  railway 
company  in  question  operated  certain  lines  that  extended  be- 
yond the  city  limits  of  the  city  of  ^lilwaukee.  Inasmuch  as  the 
inquiry  involved  a  decision  upon  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission over  street  railway  lines,  it  was  investigated  carefully 
by  the  Conunission.  After  such  investigation  was  made  by  the 
Commission  it  asked  the  attorney  general  of  the  Slate  for  his 
opinion  thereon,  which  was  furnished  under  date  of  September 
28,  1906. 

Because  the  subject  is  one  of  general  importance,  we  deemed 
it  best  to  print  the  opinion  with  the  decisions  made  in  formal 
hearings.     See  page  338. 

421.  A.  L.  Thomas,  (rroon  Bay.  Petition  for  increased  track 
facilities  at  complainant's  place  of  business  in  Oroon  Bay. 

Complainant  informed  that  compulsory  connections  with  side 
tracks  could  be  made  only  within  the  yard  limits. 

422.  Milwaukee  Produce  &  Fruit  Exchange,  Milwaukee.  Com- 

29--R,  R. 
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plaint  on  account  of  the  rates  on  fruits  and  vegetables  between 
Chicago  and  ^lilwaukoe. 

The  complaint  rested  upon  a  resolution  of  the  Milwaukee  Pro- 
duce and  Fruit  Exchange  to  the  effect  that  the  rates  complained 
of  were  at  present  unreasonable  and  excessive.  The  different 
classes  of  fruits  and  vegetables  were  enumerated.  All  these 
rates  being  interstate,  complainants  were  informed  of  the  limited 
powers  of  this  Commission.  The  Railway  Companies  took  the 
position  that  the  rates  complained  of  were  already  low,  being 
largely  regulated  by  water  competition  and  that  they  should  de- 
fend the  rates  as  they  now  stand. 

Comj^lainants  were  informed  that  the  Commission  could  not 
bring  the  complaint  formally  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  without  a  previous  investigation  regarding  the  merits 
of  tho  complaint  and  that  this  could  not  be  ascertained  without 
a  hearing,  which  the  Commission  would  hold  if  complainant  de- 
sired. 

423.  John  J.  Blaine,  Boscobel.  In  the  matter  of  train  con- 
nections between  the  C.  &  N.  W.  and  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  at 
Woodman  and  Wauzeka. 

This  is  one  of  the  various  questions  involved  in  the  matter 
of  train  service  on  the  Prairie  du  Chien  Division  of  the  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry.  These  particular  connections  are  still  under  consid- 
eration. 

424.  J.  B.  Laun,  Kiel.  Compla'int  regarding  the  rates  on 
lumber  from  Donald  to  Kiel. 

The  rates  complained  of  are  the  published  rates  and  the  Com- 
mission cannot  order  the  same  changed  without  a  hearing.  Peti- 
tioner was  advised  that  a  hearing  would  be  held  if  he  desired  to 
file  a  formal  complaint.     As  yet  none  has  been  filed. 

425.  Manitowoc  Malting  Co.,  Manitowoc.  Petition  for  re- 
adjustment of  rates  from  Chilton  and  surrounding  points  to 
Manitowoc  and  Milwaukee. 

The  matter  was  discussed  in  informal  conference  between  the 
Malting  Company  and  the  Railway  Companies  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission.  A  second  conference  was  held  at  Milwaukee 
and  as  a  result  of  these  conferences  an  adjustment  of  rates  satis- 
factory to  the  three  railway  companies  and  the  petitioner,  as 
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welt  as  the  Railroad  Commission,  was  agreed  upon.     The  rates 
were  published,  effective  immediately. 

426.  Winneconne  Lumber  Co.,  Oshkosh.  Request  for  an  opin- 
ion regarding  the  right  of  the  correspondent  to  secure  from  the 
Railway  Company  a  refund  or  rebate  on  shipments  made  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Railroad  Commission  Law. 

Petitioner  was  informed  that  if  the  rates  under  which  his 
shipments  were  made  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Commission 
law,  which  were  lower  than  the  publis!:ed  rates,  rested  upon  a 
written  or  verbal  contract  he  was  probably  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  such  rates.  The  Railroad  Commission  Law  of  Wisconsin  is 
not  retroactive.  On  shipments  made  since  the  enactment  of  the 
Commission  law  no  rebate  can  lawfully  be  paid  ai:d  no  devia- 
tion from  the  published  tariff  is  permissible  except  on  an  order 
of  the  court  which  may  declare  the  published  rate  to  have  been 
excessive  and  unreasonable  in  itself.  This  relates  to  shipments 
within  the  state  only.  A  7  cent  rate  for  interstate  shipments 
on  which  the  published  rate  was  8.5  cents  is  in  violation  of 
Federal  laws. 

427.  In  the  matter  of  brick  rates. 

Correspondent  is  an  attorney  representing  large  brick  manu- 
facturing interests.  The  brick  rates  in  Wisconsin  have  been 
compiled  and  the  matter  is  now  under  consideration. 

428.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  on  graphite  ore  of  25  cents,  effective  immedi- 
ately, between  Junction  City  and  Stevens  Point. 

429.  W.  H.  H.  Macloon,  Janesville.  Inquiry  regarding  classL 
fication  of  freight  based  upon  the  cost  of  service. 

430.  H.  S.  Wunderlich,  Koepenick.  Complaint  alleging  over- 
charge on  a  shipment  of  lumber  from  Summit  Lake,  Wis.,  to 
Waterloo,  Iowa. 

Claim  adjusted. 

431.  Edward  Guildner,  Levee.  Complaint  alleging  lack  of 
station  facilities  at  Levee. 

See  Formal  Complaint  No.  43, 
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432.  C.  S.  Dodge,  Monroe.     Complaint  against  C.  M.  &  St.  P 
Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  rate  charged  for  the  transportation  of 
cheese  box  shooks  in  bundles,  in  less  than  carload  lots,  from 
Monroe  to  points  on  the  Mineral  Point  Division  of  the  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry. 

This  complaint  was  submitted  verbally  to  the  Commission  and 
was  withdrawn  after  a  conference  between  the  complainant  and 
the  Railway  Company. 

433.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  put  into  effect  excursion  rates  from  La  Crosse  to 
Viroqua. 

434.  B.  J.  Marcouiller,  Oconto  Falls.  Complaint  regarding 
the  rate  on  pianos  from  Chicago  to  Oconto  Falls  as  compared 
with  the  rate  from  Chicago  to  other  points  in  the  same  terri- 
tory. 

Complaint  rested  probably  upon  a  confusion  of  Chicago  and 
Chicago  Heights,  the  latter  being  27  miles  south  of  Chicago 
situated  on  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  Ry.  and  from  which 
the  rate  is  65  cents  as  compared  with  a  rate  of  43  cents  from 
Chicago. 

435.  W.  D.  Hurlbut,  Chicago.  Complaint  regarding  rates 
on  lumber  between  Menasha  and  Grand  Rapids  and  claindng 
right  to  refund. 

The  rates  collected  were  the  published  rates  and  any  refund 
from  the'  same  is  unlawful. 

436.  Robert  Schneller,  Baraboo.  Inquiry  regarding  the  min- 
imum rate  on  hay. 

See  opinion  in  the  case  of  the  Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co. 
vs.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.    Page  80. 

437.  John  Strange  Paper  Co.,  Menasha.  Request  for  an 
opinion  regarding  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  make  a 
low  switching  charge. 

From  a  legal  standpoint  there  is  no  objection  to  a  railway 
company  making  as  low  a  switching  charge  as  it  sees  fit  pro- 
vided the  same  is  made  without  discripiination. 
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438.  B.  Heineman  Lumber  Co.,  Antigo.  Inquiry  regarding 
the  rules  governing  shipments  of  logs  in  train  loads. 

This  Commission  has  not  yet  officially  passed  upon  the  ques- 
tion  whether  or  not  shipments  made  in  train  loads  are  entitled 
to  a  somewhat  lower  rate  than  carload  shipments. 

439.  Rev.  H.  J.  Fuhrman,  Fall  Creek.  Complaint  regard- 
ing personal  injury  sustained  while  climbing  over  a  freight 
train  when  the  crossing  was  blocked. 

The  law  applicable  to  the  complaint  suggested  and  complain- 
ant informed  that  claims  for  personal  injuries  can  be  enforced 
only  in  the  courts. 

440.  C.  Scheckler,  Eacine.  Complaint  alleging  lack  of  ser- 
vice and  facilities  at  Berryville. 

After  a  considerable  corresi)ondence  a  formal  complaint  was 
filed  and  case  set  for  hearing.  A  representative  of  the  Railway 
Company  made  investigations  on  the  ground.  Before  the  date 
fixed  for  hearing  arrived  the  complainant  advised  the  Commis- 
sion that  his  gi'^'evances  had  been  removed  to  such  an  extent 
that  he  did  not  desire  to  further  prosecute  his  complaint. 

441.  Menasha  Woodenware  Co.,  Menasha.  Request  for  an 
opinion  regarding  the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  make  a 
refund. 

The  rate  actually  paid  was  8.5  cents  which  was  the  pub- 
lished rate.  It  appears  that  for  a  long  time  before  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Commission  law  the  rate  actually  collected  was 
7  cents.  Complainant  now  desires  refund  of  the  difference. 
Held,  that  8.5  cents  was  the  published  rate  and  that  a  ifefund 
could  not  be  approved  by  the  Commission  and  that  if  the  com- 
plainant was  entitled  to  any  relief  it  must  be  obtained  through 
the  courts  by  an  action  to  recover  the  excess  charged  over  and 
above  a  reasonable  rate. 

442.  C.  P.  Latimer,  Ashland.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right 
of  a  railway  company  to  make  reduced  rates  on  wood  des- 
tined to  charcoal  kilns. 

The  point  involved  was  decided  in  Ca£Pe  Mo.  2  of  the  For- 
mal Docket. 
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443.  Thomas  &  Eberhart  Coal  Co.,  La  Crosse.  Complaint  on 
account  of  refusal  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  to  switch  cars 
between  its  lines  and  the  C.  B,  &  Q.  Ry. 

Correspondent  assei'ted  that  the  Railway  Company  refuses  to 
do  this  because  it  was  not  permissible  under  the  law.  The  Wis- 
consin law  does  not  prohibit  this  and  the  correspondent  was 
informed  accordingly. 

444.  E.  J.  Ellenwood,  Duluth.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
classification  of  white  pine  trimmings  by  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0. 

See  Formal  Docket,  Case  No.  61,  W.  J.  Campbell  vs.  C.  St.  P. 
M.  &  0.  Ry. 

445.  Frost  Bros.  &  Kenzie,  Avoca.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  rates  on  cheesf*  box  material  shipped  from  Elmhurst  to 
Avoca. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  rates  collected  were  the 
sum  of  the  local  published  rates.  These  rates  were  lawful  ratea 
The  complainant  was?  advised  that  the  Commission  had  author- 
ity to  establish  joint  rates  if  the  carriers  refused  so  to  do  and 
would  entertain  a  formal  complaint  and  order  a  hearing  if  de- 
sired.   As  yet  no  formal  complaint  has  been  filed. 

446.  H.  C.  Westphal,  Poynette.  Complaint  regarding  rates 
on  nails. 

The  rates  complained  of  were  entirely  interstate. 

447.  W.  H  Andrea,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  train  service  between  Milwaukee  and  Corliss. 

After  careful  examination  the  representatives  of  the  Com- 
pany reported  to  the  Commission  that  beyond  one  suggested 
change  it  was  impossible  to  remedy  the  situation. 

Formal  complaint  filed,  see  Case  No.  88  . 

448.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  publish  a  rate  of  7.5  on  barley  between  Oshkosh  and  Green 
Bay  to  meet  the  rate  over  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry. 

Granted. 

449.  Rev.  E.  G.  Strassburger,  Cedarburg.  Complaint  on  ac- 
count of  the  loss  sustained  through  the  alleged  carelessness  of 
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the  Railway  Company  in  carrying  a  trunk  unchecked  out  of 
Madison  and  depositing  it  exposed  to  the  weather  at  a  nearby 
station  where  no  agent  was  maintained. 

After  full  investigation  it  appeared  that  there  was  no  legal 
liability  on  the  part  of  the  company  if  the  facts  were  as  the 
Bailway  Company  claimed. 

450.  J.  A.  Johnson,  Rio.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  &  St.  P. 
Ry.  Co.  for  delay  in  forwarding  a  shipment  of  eggs. 

After  investigation  the  compnay  admitted  its  neglect  and 
promptly  requested  complainant  to  send  in  a  bill  for  the  amount 
of  the  loss  sustained  by  him. 

451.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
publish  a  joint  rate,  effective  immediately,  of  7  cents  on  pulp 
wood,  Ashland  to  Merrill. 

The  purpose  of  this  was  to  secure  raw  material  for  mills 
at  Merrill  which  would  otherwise  be  obliged  to  shut  down 
temporarily. 

Application  granted. 

452.  F.  R.  Constance,  Waupaca.  Complaint  on  account  of  a 
grade  crossing  at  the  point  where  the  private  way,  connecting 
the  two  parts  of  the  farm  which  the  railway  divides,  crosses 
the  track. 

Still  under  consideration. 

453.  B.  F.  Broezel,  Mauston.  Inquiry  whether  the  charter 
of  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  permits  the  company  to  conduct 
eating-houses  along  the  line  of  its  road. 

Held,  that  eating-houses  are  necesBary  for  the  convenience 
and  comfort  of  the  traveling  public  and  that  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  such  houses  is  properly  a  part  of  the  duty 
of  a  public  carrier. 

454.  Mohr-Stotzer  Lumber  Co.,  Portage.  Complaint  against 
C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  for  failure  to  furnish  cars  at  Galloway.  A 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  delay  was  made  by  the  Railway 
Company  and  the  desired  equipment  furnished. 

455.  Manufacturers'  Committee,  Superior  Commercial  Club, 
Superior.    Complaint  regarding  the  rates  between  Superior 
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and  Solon  Springs  as  compared  with  the  rates  between  Minne- 
apolis and  Solon  Springs;  and  also  the  rates  between  Superior 
and  Bloomer  as  compared  with  the  rates  between  Chicago  and 
Bloomer. 

Following  its  general  custom  the  Commission  did  not  pro- 
nounce judgment  regarding  the  reasonableness  of  these  rates 
and  the  complainant  was  advised  that  the  only  way  in  which 
an  opinion  could  be  secured  from  the  Commission  in  this  mat- 
ter would  be  to  file  a  complaint  which  would  be  heard  in  ac- 
cordance with  law;  or,  the  Commission  might  take  the  matter 
up  on  its  own  motion.  But  in  either  case  opportunity  must  be 
.  given  to  the  parties  interested  to  present  their  side  of  the  case. 

456.  United  States  Leather  Co.,  New  York.  Inquiry  regard- 
ing the  rules  governing  the  weighing  of  cars. 

This  inquiry  had  reference  primarily  to  the  weighing  of  tan 
bark.    One  conference  has  been  held  and  the  case  is  still  pending. 

457.  E.  Arnold  and  other  citizens  of  Belleville.  Complaint 
against  the  Illinois  Central  R.  R.  Co.  alleging  inadequate  sta- 
tion facilities  at  Belleville. 

The  Illinois  Central  Co.  is  investigating  the  matter  and  will 
report  to  the  Commission. 

458.  Geo.  Harland,  Mausrton.  Complaint  against  the  United 
States  Express  Co.  for  failure  to  return  empty  poultry  crates. 

The  Express  Company  informed  the  Commission  that  at  times 
when  the  traffic  is  extremely  heavy  empty  poultry  crates  were 
sometimes  unloaded  at  an  intermediate  point  in  order  to  make 
room  for  express  matter  other  than  return  packages.  The  Ex- 
press Company  immediately  put  on  an  additional  car  and  gave 
assurance  that  the  crates  would  be  promptly  returned  hereafter. 

459.  John  Fisse,  Dorchester.  Complaint  against  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  furnish  cars  for  shipping 
hay;  also  car  shortage  at  Curtiss. 

The  General  Freight  Agent  of  the  Railway  Company  assured 
the  Commission  that  his  company  was  doing  everji^hing  in  its 
power  to  give  each  shipper  his  proper  proportion  of  the  avail- 
able cars;  that  the  shipments  in  question  were  to  be  made  to 
Atlanta,  Ga. ;  and  that  the  Wisconsin  Central  could  not  permit 
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its  own  cars  to  go  so  far  off  its  line  and  that  it  was  obliged 
to  wait  for  a  supply  of  equipment  from  the  southern  line. 

460.  Ziemann  &  Brusewitz,  Fall  Creek.  Complaint  against 
the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  on  account  of  their  failure  to  main- 
tain a  watchman  or  signal  bell  at  a  dangerous  crossing  in  the 
village. 

A  formal  complaint  has  been  filed.     See  Page  325. 

461.  Thomas  B.  Farmer,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Complaint  on 
account  of  the  failure  of  the  D.  S.  S.  &  A.  Ry.  to  stop  its  early 
morning  train  at  Marengo  Junction. 

Formal  complaint  was  filed,  see  Case  No.  85. 

462.  T.  Metzger,  Superior.  Complaint  against  the  Great 
Northern  Ry.  for  failure  to  provide  a  proper  crossing. 

The  Railway  Company  stated  that  this  matter  had  not  been 
brought  to  its  attenion  before  and  that  it  would  investigate  im- 
mediately. 

463.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority 
to  put  into  immediate  effect  a  rate  of  22  and  28  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  for  carload  and  less  than  carload  shipments, 
respectively,  between  Plymouth  and  Ashland  to  meet  a  compet- 
itive rate. 

Granted. 

464.  James  Callan,  and  others,  Caledonia.  Complaint 
against  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  put  in  and  operate 
crossing  gates  at  a  dangerous  crossing  in  the  village  of  Caledonia. 

Under  consideration. 

465.  Henry  E.  Fitch,  Nekoosa.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  refusing  to  permit  the  loading  of  two  kinds 
of  coal  on  the  same  car  without  requiring  the  payment  of 
freight  on  the  minimum  carload  weight  for  each  class  of  coal 
loaded. 

The  question  was  practically  passed  upon  in  a  previous  case. 
See  Formal  Complaint  Case  No.  48.  The  principle  involved  is 
also  receiving  consideration  in  the  investigation  of  the  Coonmis- 
sion  in  the  matter  of  mixed  carload  shipments. 
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466.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Bequest  for  an  opinion  regard- 
ing the  right  of  the  Company  to  make  certain  corrections  of 
errors  which  occurred  in  the  issuing  of  a  specified  tariff  and 
certain  amendments  and  supplements  thereto. 

Held,  that  the  Railway  Company  either  had  or  had  not  a  legal 
right  to  protect  the  rate  in  question.  The  law  makes  the  pub- 
lished rate  the  legal  rate  and  the  approval  of  the  Commission 
would  not  give  any  force  to  the  proposed  action  of  the  Railway 
Company,  nor  would  it  protect  the  company  in  ease  such  ap- 
proval were  to  be  given. 

467.  Wisconsin  Veneer  Company,  Rhinelander.  The  Wiscon- 
sin Veneer  Company  made  complaint  to  the  effect  that  the  rates 
charged  it  on  shipments  of  veneer  from  Rhinelander  to  Oshkosh 
and  Sheboygan  were  excessive  and  discriminatory,  inasmuch  as 
that  company  was  charged  a  higher  rate  than  was  charged  to 
its  competitors.  It  appeared  from  the  tariffs  on  file  with  the 
Commission  that  the  rates  charged  for  carrying  veneers  from 
Wausau  and  Marshfield  to  Oshkosh  and  Sheboygan  were  the 
same  rates  as  were  charged  from  those  points  for  carrying  lum- 
ber to  Milwaukee.  The  rate  on  lumber  from  Rhinelander  to 
Milwaukee  was  ten  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  whereas  the 
rate  charged  on  veneers  to  Oshkosh  was  tl^irteen  cents  per  hun- 
dred pounds  and  to  Sheboygan  eighteen  cents  per  hundred 
pounds.  Inasmuch  as  the  Milwaukee  rate  on  lumber  was 
applied  to  the  shipment  of  veneers  from  Wausau  and  Marsh- 
field,  the  Commission  requested  the  Railway  Company  to  apply 
the  Milwaukee  rate  on  lumber  from  Rhinelander  to  the  ship- 
ments of  veneers  from  Rhinelander  to  Oshkosh  and  Sheboygan. 
After  correspondence  and  personal  consultation  with  one  of  the 
traffic  officials  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Com- 
pany, the  change  requested  was  made  and  the  Wisconsin  Ve- 
neer Company  was  given  the  Milwaukee  lumber  rate  on  ver 
neer  shipments  to  Oshkosh  and  Sheboygan. 

468.  Cameron  Farmers  Equity  Produce  Co.,  Cameron. 
Complaint  against  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  car 
shortage. 

After  the  attention  of  the  company  had  been  called  to  the 
complaint  the  complainant  notified  the  Commission  that  at 
the  time  of  writing  they  were  getting  all  the  cars  they  needed. 


Report  of  the  Kailboad  Comi^iission.  450 

469.  Wisconsin  Fruit  Package  Co.,  Crandon.  Complaijit 
against  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  regarding  certain  objectionable 
leatures  in  the  classification  of  basket  lumber,  knocked  down, 
tied  in  bundles,  as  compared  with  the  rates  charged  on  berry 
box  lumber,  scarfed,  knocked  down,  claiming  that  basket  lum- 
ber is  packed  in  bundles  and  bales  like  box  lumber,  has  a 
greater  weight  and  less  value  and  takes  a  higher  rate. 

The  contentions  of  the  complainant  were  very  carefully  for- 
mulated and  have  been  submitted  not  only  to  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
but  also  to  the  Wisconsin  Central  and  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Cos. 
by  whom  they  are  now  being  considered.  This  whole  question 
of  classification  and  rates  on  fruit  packages  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

470.  Daniel  Sprague,  Portage.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  failure  of  the  railway  companies  to  deliver  household 
goods. 

The  shipment  was  made  from  Lancaster  on  the  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  to  Portage  on  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  On  investigation  the 
companies  reported  that  there  were  delays  in.  both  Madison 
and  Portage.  In  Madison  the  delay  was  due  to  the  illness  of 
the  party  who  regularly  made  the  transfers  and  in  Portage  to 
the  condition  of  the  station  house,  it  having  been  necessary 
to  store  goods  temporarily  in  a  freight  car  so  that  the  weekly 
check  was  not  made.  The  companies  assumed  full  responsibility 
and  settled  the  matter  promptly. 

471.  H.  C.  Williams,  Union  Grove.  Complaint  against  the 
the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  failure  to  furnish  cars. 

Complainant  informed  the  Commission  that  at  noon  of  the 
day  in  which  he  made  his  complaint  there  were  waiting  at 
the  station  104  wagons  loaded  with  cabbage  but  on  account 
car  shortage  the  cabbage  could  not  be  transferred  to  the  rail- 
way. The  attention  of  the  company  was  called  to  this  mat- 
ter by  telephone  and  within  a  few  hours  a  special  engine 
brought  eight  cars  which  afforded  the  necessary  relief.  Ad- 
ditional cars  were  sent  later  in  the  day. 

472.  George  P.  Miller  Lumber  Co.,  Madison.  Complaint 
against  the  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  furnish 
cars. 

The  complainant  reported  that  he  had  a  large  number   of 
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rush  orders  to  points  beyond  the  Wisconsin  Central,  many  of 
which  orders  would  probably  be  cancelled  unless  cars  could  be 
supplied  promptly.  The  Wisconsin  Central  maintains  that  it 
would  be  discrimination  against  shippers  on  its  line  to  permit 
its  own  equipment  to  go  off  the  line  and  that  for  the  orders  of 
the  complainant  it  is  dependent  on  the  action  of  connecting  car- 
riers. 

473.  Frank  Vanderheiden,  Wrightstown.  Complaint  against 
the  Green  Bay  Traction  Co.  for  charging  alleged  excessive 
rates  between  Wrightstown  and  De  Pere. 

474.  Citizens  of  Red  Granite.  Complaint  against  the  C.  & 
N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  failure  to  furnish  adequate  passenger  ser- 
vice on  the  branch  line  running  into  Red  Granite. 

The  matter  was  presented  to  the  Commission  in  informal 
conference  by  representatives  of  Red  Granite  and  a  second 
conference  was  held  between  representatives  of  the  Railway 
Company  and  the  village  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission. 

475.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Ry.  Co.  Application 
for  authority  to  change  the  rate  on  grain  between  Reeseville 
and  Elba  and  Milwaukee. 

The  application  was  for  a  reduction  from  7.5  cents  to  7  cents 
at  these  points  for  the  reason  that  certain  competitive  points 
on  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  made  it  difficult  to  get  grain  to  move 
to  Reeseville  and  Elba.    Application  was  granted. 

476.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  make  a  refund  on  shipment  of  lum- 
ber which  moved  under  the  published  tariff  but  for  which  by 
mistake  an  agent  of  the  company  had  quoted  a  rate  lower  than 
the  rate  given  in  the  published  tariff. 

After  considering  all  the  facts  in  the  case  the  Commission 
held  that  to  permit  the  payment  of  this  refund  would  be  a  vio- 
lation of  law. 

477.  Owen  Bros.  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  lack  of  proper  adjustment  in  the  grain  rates  from  points 
in  southern  Wisconsin  and  northern  Illinois  to  Milwaukee  as 
compared  with  the  rates  from  thesx?  same  points  to  Chicago 

The  Commission  received  a  number  of  communications  from 
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the  complainant  as  well  as  from  persons  residing  in  various 
towns  in  southern  Wisconsin  and  northern  Illinois.  Informal 
conference  was  held  in  the  office  of  the  Commission  at  which 
Mr.  G.  H.  D.  Johnson  and  Mr.  D.  G.  Owen  represented  the 
Milwaukee  grain  interests  and  Mr.  F.  P.  Eyman  and  Mr.  E. 
S.  Keeley  represented  the  railway  interests. 
Still  under  consideration. 

478.  Hazelhurst  &  South  Eastern  Ry.  Co.  Inquiry  as  to  the 
right  of  a  railway  company  to  discontinue  the  running  of 
trains  which  carry  passengers. 

The  reply  of  the  Commission  stated  that  if  it  is  proposed  to 
discontinue  present  service  some  interested  person  might  take 
the  matter  up  and  make  formal  complaint  to  the  effect  that 
the  service  was  inadequate  and  under  the  statute  the  Com- 
mission would  be  compelled  to  consider  the  question  and  pass 
upon  it  according  to  its  merits. 

479.  Green  Bay  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.  Inquiry  regarding  the 
right  of  a  railway  company  to  make  a  refund  on  tickets  sold 
to  cranberry  pickers  at  the  rate  of  one  and  one-third  of  the 
single  fare  for  the  round  trip. 

Held,  that  a  reduced  rate  must  be  made  to  all  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  cranberry  traffic  and  that  it  should  be  published 
before  the  passengers  move  on  the  basis  of  the  same. 

480.  Flood  &  Flood,  Eden.  Complaint  alleging  overcharge 
on  shipments  of  grain  and  also  complaint  of  the  condition  of 
the  small  freight  cars  furnished  for  grain  shipments. 

The  matter  of  overcharge  is  being  investigated  in  the  claim 
department  of  the  Railway  Company  and  the  other  matters 
complained  of  have  been  under  consideration  by  the  Railway 
Company  in  direct  correspondence  with  the  complaints. 

481.  R.  M.  Boyd,  Racine.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of 
land-seekers  to  secure  half  rates  within  the  State  of  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Opinion  of  the  Commission  issued  with  reference  to  this 
question  submitted  to  correspondent  and  further  advised  that 
the  interstate  privileges  which  have  hitherto  prevailed  will 
terminate  January  1,  1907,  on  account  of  the  provisions  of  the 
new  interstate  commerce  law. 
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482.  Rev.  A.  M.  Conklin,  Ingrain.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  attempt  of  the  Soo  Railway  Company  to  collect  $12  addi- 
tional on  a  shipment  of  household  goods  when  $32  had  been 
paid  in  advance  at  the  point  of  shipment. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  $32  which  had  been 
paid  at  the  point  of  shipment  was  the  correct  rate  if  the  sum 
of  the  locals  was  to  be  regarded  as  the  rate  applicable,  this 
shipment  being  a  joint  shipment  over  the  Wisconsin  Central 
and  the  Soo.  It  was  also  found  that  another  tariff,  which  ap- 
plied primarily  to  interstate  shipments  could  be  made  appli- 
cable to  the  shipments  in  question  and  presumably  on  the 
basis  of  this  tariff  the  Soo  attempted  to  collect  the  $12  addi- 
tional. The  Soo  Railway  later  withdrew  its  claim  to  the  $12, 
and  the  Railroad  Commission  recommended  the  abrogation  of 
the  joint  tariff  which  resulted  in  a  higher  charge  than  the  sum 
of  the  locals.  It  is  pretty  nearly  a  universal  rule  to  make 
the  sum  of  the  locals  the  maximum  rate  between  any  two 
points  over  two  or  more  lines  of  railway. 

483.  G.  Hasler,  Du  Plainville.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
inability  of  the  complainant  to  ship  the  minimum  weight  re- 
quired by  the  Wisconsin  Central  Railway  Company,  for  ship- 
ments of  hay. 

Complainant  was  informed  of  the  findings  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  the  case  of  the  Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co.  against 
the  Wisconsin  Central  and  requested  to  keep  a  record  of  the 
initials  and  numbers  of  the  cars  as  well  as  the  condition  of  the 
hay  loaded  with  a  view  of  discovering  any  injustice  that 
might  still  exist  in  the  rules  governing  shipments  of  hay  as 
modified  by  the  order  of  the  Commission. 

484.  Yawkey-Bissell  Lumber  Co.,  Arbor  Vitae.  Complaint 
regarding  the  rates  charged  by  the  C.  &  N.  W.  on  saw-dust  and 
baled  shavings  from  Woodruff  to  Baraboo. 

The  rate  on  baled  shavings,  carloads,  between  Woodruff  and 
Baraboo  is  8:5  cents;  the  rates  on  shavings  were  quoted  to  the 
complainant. 

485.  Ever  Ellingstad,  Elk  Mound.  Comp'aint  on  account  of 
the  failure  of  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  Ey.  Co.  to  furnish  cars  for 
shipments  of  household  goods.     The  Railway  Company  was  at 
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once  advised  of  the  complaint  and  a  ear  was  furnisned.  Com- 
plaint was  later  made  about  delays  in  tra'^j'.iC.  The  Railway 
Company  claims  that  the  car  was  forwarded  on  schedule  time 
and  delays  were  unavoidable. 

486.  Complaint  regraixl lug  joint  rates  on  lime. 

Complainant  ij»  jrmed  tliat  the  only  way  in  which  the  mat- 
ter couUl  be  disposed  of  was  by  formal  complaint,  blank  for 
.whicn  was  forwarded. 

487.  Nash  &  Nash,  Manitowoc.  Inquiry  regarding  the  rul^s 
and  regulations  governing  the  distribution  of  empty  cars, 

Complainants  informed  that  before  the  Commission  could 
express  any  opinion  regarding  the  situation  referred  to  in  the 
letter  it  would  be  necessary  to  determine  what  the  facts  in 
the  case  are. 

488.  G.  D.  Fellows,  Racine.  Complaint  alleging  over- 
charges in  rates  and  weights  by  the  C..&  N.  W.  and  C.  M.  &  St. 
P.  Ry.  Cos. 

Correspondence  with  different  officials  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies resulted  in  certain  explanations  and  at  the  present  time 
the  eoirpljict  appears  tj  ha>^e  bfon  pretty  nearly  disposed  of. 

489.  Helmer  Milling  Co.,  Fond  du  Lac.  Complaint  alleging 
discrimination  in  the  rate  charged  on  cement  to  manufacturers 
of  lime  as  compared  with  the  rate  charged  on  cement  to 
dealers. 

An  examination  of  the  tariffs  showed  that  for  certain  sta- 
tions between  Fond  du  Lac  and  Milwaukee,  and  Fond  du  Lac 
and  Sheboygan  a  rate  of  4  1-6  cents  per  hundred  pounds  was 
quoted  for  shipments  of  cement  to  lime  manufacturers.  This 
rate,  traffic  officials  explained,  was  put  in  as  a  concentration 
rate  to  enable  manufacturers  of  lime  to  fill  orders  for  lime  and 
cement.  Complainants  alleged  and  in  support  of  their  alle- 
gation submitted  certain  facts,  showing  the  rate  was  in  fact  taken 
advantage  of  by  jobbers  and  dealers  with  whom  firms  doing 
a  jobbing  business  came  directly  in  contact,  and  that  thus  the 
6  cent  rate,  which  was  charged  the  one  party,  very  greatly 
handicapped  them  in  competition  with  other  parties  who  were 
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paying  only  the  4  1-6  cent  rate  per  Hundred  pounds.  The  Rail- 
way Company  has  expressed  its  willingness  to  modify  the  rates 
and  what  the  exact  rate  will  be  is  at  present  under  considera- 
tion. 

490.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  In- 
quiry regarding  the  right  of  the  Railway  Company  to  protect 
a  rate  of  $1  per  ton  on  coal  which  was  orally  given  by  an 
agent  but  which  is  not  the  published  rate. 

Held,  that  the  published  rate  was  the  only  lawful  rate  and 
that  it  would  be  in  violation  of  law  to  protect  the  lower  rate 
said  to  have  been  quoted  in  error. 

491.  "Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Application  to  publish, 
effective  at  once,  a  rate  of  19  cents  on  cranberries  between 
Grand  Rapids  and  Fond  du  Lac  in  carload  lots  and  25  cents  in 
less  than  carload  lots. 

Granted. 

492.  Chicago  &  Nol^hwestem  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  reduce  the  rate  on  grain  between  Bancroft,  Wild 
Rose  and  Almond  from  10  to  9.5  cents  so  as  to  bring  the  same 
in  line  with  rates  at  corresponding  stations  on  the  Wisconsin 
Central. 

Granted. 

493.  Olof  Rosen,  Rhinelander.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
connections  made  at  Monico  Junction  by  trains  on  the  C.  &  N. 
W.  Ry.  from  Watersmeet  and  Rhinelander. 

The  Railway  Company  explained  that  the  former  connections 
which  were  satisfactory  were  summer  arrangements  only  and 
that  the  train  in  question  could  not  be  operated  during  the 
winter  but  that  they  would  do  the  best  they  could  without  the 
summer  train;  also  promised  to  confer  with  the  complainant 
before  the  next  summer  schedule  is  determined  upon  with  a 
view  of  suiting  the  convenience  of  the  people  in  the  locality. 

494.  L.  A.  Rose,  Aniwa.  Complaint  alleging  discrimination 
in  the  distribution  of  cars;  also  inquiry  regarding  law  govern- 
ing the  condemnation  of  land  by  railway  company  for  purpose 
of  constructing  side  tracks  running  to  manufacturing  plants 
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along  their  lines.  Reply  of  Commission  saying  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Wisconsin  had  held  that  under  the  statutes  of 
the  state  such  condemnation  could  be  made. 

495.  R.  P.  Koenig  &  Co.,  Watertown.  Complaint  against  C. 
&  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  for  refusal  to  grant  milling  in  transit  rates  to 
Watertown  on  shipments  of  rye  from  Necedah  to  Milwaukee. 

After  correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  a  new  tariff 
was  issued  granting  milling  in  transit  privileges  at  Watertown 
on  grain  between  Necedah  and  Milwaukee.  Following  the  pub- 
lication of  the  tariff  complainant  requested  the  Commission  to 
hold  that  the  Railway  Company  could  refund  the  higher  rate 
which  was  paid  on  some  shipments  of  rye  before  the  new  mill- 
ing in  transit  tariff  went  tinto  effect.  Held,  that  such  a  refund 
would  be  unlawful. 

496.  W.  H.  Putnam,  River  Falls.  Complaint  on  account 
of  the  rates  on  grain  from  River  Palls  and  surrounding  points 
to  Chicago  and  Milwaukee. 

The  reply  of  the  Commission  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
most  of  the  rates  complained  of  were  purely  interstate  rates 
and  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission;  also  that 
according  to  the  analysis  of  the  accounts  made  by  the  Commis- 
sion it  would  be  unlawful  for  the  Commission  to  prescribe  rates 
as  low  as  those  which  had  been  requested  by  correspondents 
although  the  Railway  Company  might  voluntarily  publish  and 
maintain  in  effect  a  rate  lower  than  that  which  the  Commission 
might  prescribe. 

497.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  grant  reduced  rates  to  delegates  to  a  teachers  asso- 
ciation. 

Granted. 

498.  Inquiry  whether  the  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  Ry.  was  a 
common  carrier;  also  complaint  regarding  a  charge  of  80  cents 
per  cord  on  wood  for  a  haul  of  fifty  miles. 

The  Rail^sray  Company  complained  of  is  a  common  carrier 
and  incorporated  as  such  and  must  carry  freight  offered  for  a 
reasonable  compensation.  What  is  a  reasonable  compensation 
for  one  railway  is  not  necessarily  reasonable  for  another  and 
the  Commission  cannot  decide  the  questions  raised  without 
giving  both  parties  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

80— R.  R. 
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499.  H.  C.  BJilie,  Prentice.  Complaint  alleging  that  the 
Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  is  appropriating  land  outside  of  its  one 
hundred  foot  strip  of  right-of-way  which  the  complainant  had 
had  in  undisputed  use  and  possession  for  more  than  23  years. 

Correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  indicated  the 
nature  of  the  grant  to  the  company  of  a  two  hundred  foot 
strip  all  of  which  had  not  been  fenced  in.  Complainant  in- 
formed that  this  was  primarily  a  question  of  fact  and  a  case 
which  the  court  must  decide  if  an  amicable  agreement  could 
not  be  reached 

500.  Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.  Amendment  No.  5  to  W.  C. 
Tariff  No.  A-163,  making  certain  changes  in  rates  en  grain 
from  certain  stations. 

Some  of  the  rates  contained  in  this  tariff  were  at  variance 
with  the  order  issued  by  the  Conmi!ssion  in  the  Matter  of 
Grain  Rates  and  the  Railway  Company  at  once  made  the  correc- 
tions when  its  attention  was  called  to  the  errors  which  had 
been  made. 

501.  Neillsville  Cash  Milling  Co.,  Neillsville.  Complaint  al- 
leging excessive  charges  in  an  itemized  statement  of  the  ex- 
pense incurred  in  the  construction  of  a  proposed  side  track. 

Complainant  informed  that  if  a  more  detailed  statement 
would  be  submitted  the  engineer  of  the  Commission  would  be 
requested  to  make  a  report  upon  the  bill  of  expense  as  sub- 
mitted. 

502.  E.  M.  Larson,  Stockholm.  Complaint  alleging  inade- 
quacy of  train  service  on  the  C.  B.  &  Q.  at  Stockholm  and  ask- 
ing whether  relief  could  be  secured. 

A  copy  of  the  law  forwarded  to  complainant.  In  accord- 
ance with  custom  the  Commission  did  not  express  an  opinion 
on  the  merits  of  the  complaint  in  advance  of  a  hearing  at  which 
each  party  can  present  its  side. 

503.  Aultman  &  Taylor  Machinery  Co.,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
Complaint  alleging  excessive  rates  in  shipment  of  a  clover 
huUer  from  Schleisingerv'ille  to  lola  as  compared  with  the  rates 
to  lola  from  Chicago  and  Milwaukee. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  Schleisingervillo  took 
Milwaukee  ^nd  Chicago  rates.    The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St 
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Paul  charged  a  slightly  lower  rate  than  the  Wisconsin  Central 
for  the  reason  that  shipments  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and 
St.  Paul  between  Schleisingerville  and  lola  must  pass  through 
Milwaukee  thus  making  the  haul  much  longer  than  over  the 
Central;  if  the  charge  were  not  made  slightly  lower  for  the 
longer  distance  according  to  general  experience  the  road  hav- 
ing the  long  haul  would  probably  do  no  business. 

504.  W.  N.  Fuller,  Cumberland.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  connections  made  between  the  Soo  and  Omaha  trains  at 
Turtle  Lake. 

The  attention  of  the  managers  of  both  companies  has  been 
called  to  this  matter  and  one  of  them  has  already  indicated  his 
willingness  to  make  a  slight  change  in  the  schedule  which  will 
make  closer  connections  possible  and  no  doubt  the  other  com- 
pany will  acquiesce  in  whatever  other  additional  changes  may 
be  necessary. 

505.  Herman  Simon,  Wausau.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
removal  of  spur  track  at  Trapp  station  on  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P. 

Ry. 

On  investigation  it  was  found  that  according  to  statistics 
submitted  by  the  Railway  Company  the  total  amount  of  freight 
forwarded  from  Trapp  station  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1906,  was  $96.48,  while  the  revenue  on  freight  shipped 
in  was  only  25  cents.  Letters  were  sent  to  firms  who  formerly 
shipped  from  there  requesting  them  to  submit  statement  indi- 
cating the  amount  of  business  done  and  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry. 
Co.  is  investigating  the  situation  with  a  view  of  makng  a  re- 
port to  the  Commission. 

506.  Menomonie  Hydraulic  Pressed  Brick  Co.  Inquiry  re- 
garding the  right  of  a  railway  company  to  charge  more  for  a 
short  haul  than  for  a  long  haul  when  the  short  is  included  with- 
in the  long  and  the  long  haul  is  an  interstate  haul. 

The  specific  rates  and  places  were  named  and  the  influences 
of  competition  pointed  out  in  the  communication.  Correspon- 
dent informed  that  there  is  no  long  and  short  haul  clause  in 
the  Wisconsin  railway  law  and  that  if  all  the  hauls  in  ques- 
tion were  purely  state  hauls  the  question  involved  would  have 
to  be  settled  on  the  basis  of  the  absolute  reasonableness  of  the 
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rates  rather  than  by  comparison  on  the  long  and  short  haul 
basis.  The  different  factors  which  courts  have  recognized  as 
justifying  a  violation  of  the  long  and  short  haul  principle 
were  indicated. 

507.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  au- 
thority to  make  certain  changes  in  Tariff  546-B. 

Application  granted. 

508.  Robbe  Bros.  &  Dahl,  Strum.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  C.  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  Ry.  Co.  to  permit  partial 
unloading  on  certain  carload  shipments. 

The  carload  was  billed  to  Strum  but  was  stopped  for  partial 
unloading  at  Osseo.     Complainant    assumed  that    he .  could 
partly  unload    at  that  point   at  an    additional  charge  of  $5. 
whereas  the  Railway  Company  charged  the  local  rate  of  $12. 

The  charge  actually  levied  by  the  Railway  Company  was  in 
accordance  with  the  published  tariff  and  therefore  the  only 
legal  rate.  The  Railway  Company  has  not  adopted  the  rule,  of 
somewhat  wide  application,  which  permits  partial  loading  or 
unloading  at  an  additional  charge  of  $5. 

509.  W.  B.  Elwell,  Frederic.  Complaint  on  account  of  diffi- 
culty in  securing  cars;  also  alleging  discrimination  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  cars. 

After  correspondence  with  the  Railway  Company  and  the 
complainant  the  latter  v/rote  a  letter  stating  that  his  needs  had 
been  met. 

510.  Charles  A.  Keith.  Evanston^  111.  Complaint  against  C. 
&  N.  AV.  Ry.  Co.  lor  taking  off  more  from  a  mileage  book  than 
tlie  attiuil  cli.:lance  warranted. 

The  name  and  number  of  the  mileage  book  in  question  was 
submitted  lo  the  Railway  Company  which  js  now  investigating 
the  complaint. 

511.  J.  W.  Puffer  &  Sons,  Linden.  Complaint  alleging  dis- 
crimination in  the  distribution  of  cars  for  shipments  of  pota- 
toes. 

512.  Charles  E.  Brill,  West  Rosendale.  Complaint  regarding 
station  facilities  at  West  Bosendale. 
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The  Commission  submitted  figures  taken  from  statistics 
filed  by  the  Railway  Company  indicating  the  amount  of  business 
done  at  the  station  and  requesting  complainant  to  examine  the 
same  and  provide  whatever  additional  information  he  could 
secure  for  the  use  of  the  Commission. 

513.  Thompson  &  Burton,  Chicago,  111.  Complaint  against 
Green  Bay  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.  for  refusal  to  make  joint  rates 
on  coal  from  certain  Illinois  points  to  points  on  its  line. 

Complainants  informed  of  the  limited  jurisdiction  of  this 
Commission  over  interstate  rates  and  the  legal  provisions  gov- 
erning joint  rates  called  to  their  attention. 

514.  G.  H.  Fuller,  Spring  Lake.  Complaint  on  account  of 
the  refusal  of  the  Railway  Company  to  furnish  car  lining  for 
shipments  of  potatoes. 

It  is  customary  for  the  railway  companies  throughout  the 
state  not  to  provide  this  lining  but  for  the  shippers  lo  attend  to 
the  same.  Complainant  requested  to  furnish  specific  facts  tend- 
ing to  show  discrimination  if  any  exists. 

515.  L.  Heimenhagen,  Kilbourn  City.  Complaint  against 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  its  failure  to  stop  passen- 
ger train  No.  56,  passing  through  Kilbourn  at  9:15  p.  m.  go- 
ing east 

Under  consideration. 

516.  Quantius  Bros.,  Montello.  Connplaint  alleging  discrim- 
ination on  the  part  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  in  the  matter  of 
car  supply. 

Complainants  requested  to  furnish  the  Commission  with  spe- 
cific facts. 

517.  J.  Buchholz,  Glen  Flora.  Complaint  on  account  of  the 
failure  of  the  Railway  Company  to  provide  cars  and  to  forward 
the  same  promptly  when  loaded. 

After  some  correspondence  with  the  superintendent  of  the 
car  sei^vice  of  the  Railway  Company  the  complainant  wrote 
the  Commission  to  the  effect  that  he  had  procured  the  de- 
sired cars. 
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518.  Henry  Krueger,  Bonduel.  Complaint  alleging  over- 
charge on  a  shipment  of  live-stock  to  Chicago. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  carload  ol  hogs  and 
sheep  in  question  contained  one  calf.  The  minimum  weight  for 
cattle  and  calves  is  22,000  pounds.  By  including  the  one  calf 
with  the  shipment  of  hogs  and  sheep  the  shipment  became  a 
mixed  carload  shipment  which  under  the  published  rules  takes 
the  highest  rate  at  the  highest  minimum,  thus  increasing  the 
freiglit  charges  on  this  one  carload  considerably  in  excess  of 
i.he  value  of  the  calf. 

511).  S.H.V^an  Gordon  &  Son,rci:\\c  c  (     Complaint  alleging  dis- 
c  nmmation  in  the  distribution  of  cars. 

520.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Ry.  Co.  Ap- 
plication for  authority  to  issue,  efifective  immediately,  a  tariff 
covering  shipments  of  railway  ties  to  certain  specified  stations. 

Approved. 

521.  M.  Lapidus,  Neenah.  Complaint  against  Wisconsin  Cen- 
tral for  alleged  overcharge  on  demurrage;  also  alleging  dis- 
crimination in  the  application  of  demurrage  rules. 

The  rules  of  the  Wisconsin  Car  Service  Association  appli- 
cable to  this  case  were  submitted  to  the  complainant  and  he 
was  requested  to  submit  specific  facts  upon  his  complaint. 

522.  A.  J.  Rose,  Park  Falls.  Complaint  against  Roddis  Lum- 
ber and  Veneer  Co.  for  their  failure  to  keep  in  proper  condi- 
tion a  highway  crossing  on  the  Roddis  spur  running  northward 
from  Park  Falls. 

The  complainant  alleges  that  the  lumber  company  ici.ioves 
the  planking  between  the  tracks  at  the  beginning  of  vrinter 
making  it  difficult  for  loaded  teams  to  cross. 

The  matter  is  still  under  consideration. 

523.  Colfax  Store  Co.,  Colfax.  Complaint  on  account  of 
car  shortage  at  Colfax. 

524.  C.  Eby,  Rhinelander.  Complaint  against  railway  com- 
pany for  its  refusal  to  permit  loading  of  logs  on  side  tracks 
constructed  by  other  parties  and  refusing  to  construct  a  side 
track  at  which  complainant  might  load  his  supply. 
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Owners  of  existing  side  tracks  were  unwilling  to  permit  the 
loading  of  these  logs  unless  the  same  were  sold  to  them.  The 
law  applicable  to  this  case  was  submitted. 

525.  Inquiry  regarding  the  right  of  a  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  refund  on  shipments  made  between  the  date  of  the  ef- 
fectiveness of  an  order  of  the  Commission  es'ablishing  cer- 
tain rates  and  the  date  upon  which  a  corrected  tariff  issued  by 
the  railway  company  became  effective,  the  Railway  Company's 
tariff  contained  several  rates  at  variance  with  those  published 
by  the  Commission,  such  variations  being  due  to  clerical  errors. 

Held,  that  after  the  date  of  effectiveness  of  the  order  of  the 
Commission  the  rates  prescribed  therein  are  the  legal  rates. 

526.  John  C.  Yunker,  South  Milwaukee.  Complaint  alleg- 
ing overcharge  on  a  carload  shipment  of  coal  from  Milwaukee 
to  South  Milwaukee. 

The  difficulty  arose  over  the  existence  of  separate  tariffs  to 
manuiaeturers  and  to  other  consumers.  Claim  has  been  ad- 
justed. 

527.  F.  J.  Walker,  Northport.  Complaint  against  the  Green 
Bay  &  Western  R.  R.  Co.  alleging  inadeijuate  station  facilities. 

528.  A.  I.  Bennett,  Kilboum  City.  Complaint  alleging  inad- 
equate car  supply  for  the  coal  traffic  to  Kilboum  City. 

e 

529.  A.  C.  Gower,  Chippewa  Falls.  Complaint  alleging  ex- 
cessive rates  on  sugar  beets. 

This  will  be  disposed  of  in  the  beet  sugar  cases.  See  Formal 
Complaints  No.  73. 

530.  Pribbenow  &  Laabs,  Curt!s5.  Inquiry  regarding  the 
power  of  the  Commission  to  compel  railway  companies  to  fur- 
nish cars  for  shipment  beyond  their  respective  lines. 

During  the  autumn  months  there  is  a  great  demand  for  cars 
and  the  railway  companies  are  probabjy  within  their  rights 
when  they  refuse  to  let  their  cars  go  off  their  own  lines  when 
the  amount  of  business  on  their  lines,  locally,  is  sufficient  to  re- 
quire the  entire  equipment. 
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531.  Beldenville  Lumber  Co.,  Bruce.  Complaint  against 
the  :\Iinneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste  Marie  Ry.  Co.  on  account 
of  advancing  the  rates  on  lumber  between  Bruce  and  Osceola. 

On  examination  it  was  found  that  the  new  tariflE,  against 
which  complaint  was  made,  did  not  advance  the  rate  and  that 
as  a  matter  of  fact  the  rate  was  still  the  same  as  it  had  been. 

532.  Harry  Lawler,  Chicago.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N,  W. 
Ry.  Co.  alleging  discrimination  in  favor  of  a  competitor  in  the 
construction  of  side  tracks. 

Complainant  is  a  dealer  in  ice  and  has  purchased  a  consider- 
able tract  of  land  on  the  shores  of  Lake  Geneva  on  the  assump- 
tion, which  he  claims  was  verbally  given  by  an  official  of  the 
Railway  Company,  that  he  would  be  able  to  secure  a  side  track 
to  the  ice-house  which  he  intends  to  construct.  It  is  alleged 
that  the  Knickerbocker  Ice  Co.  has  prevented  such  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Railway  Company  and  that  furthermore  the  Rail- 
way Company  has  constructed  side  tracks  under  similar  con- 
ditions for  numerous  other  dealers  in  ice. 

533.  William  and  August  Esch,  Genoa  Junction.  Complaint 
against  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  alleging  discrimination  in  the  con- 
struction of  side  tracks  to  ice-houses. 

The  subject  of  this  complaint  was  substantially  similar  to 
the  preceding  one.  Complainants  have  invested  some  $40,000 
in  the  property  to  which  they  desire  a  side  track  to  be  con- 
structed. One  ice-house  has  been  constructed  and  the  lumber 
is  on  the  ground  for  the  construction  of  the  second.  In  order 
to  reach  these  ice-houses  with  a  spur  track  it  will  be  necessary 
to  cross  a  fifty  foot  strip  belonging  to  a  rival  company.  Com- 
plainants desire  to  have  the  Railway  Company  exercise  its  right 
of  eminent  domain  and  secure  the  condenmation  of  the  strip  of 
land  in  question. 

534.  C.  W.  Cheney  &  Co.,  Eau  Claire.  Complaint  to  the  ef- 
fect that  it  is  impossible  for  shippers  of  hay  to  load  the  re- 
quired minimum. 

Complainant's  attention  was  called  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commission  in  tb<»  case  of  Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co.  and  he 
was  requested  to  keep  a  record  of  future  shipments  in  order 
that  the  facts  with  respect  to  the  ability  or  inability  to  load 
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the  required  minimum  might  be  definitely  ascertained.  Com- 
plainant informed  that  it  must  be  assumed  that  shippers  and 
carriers,  alike,  will  attempt  to  carry  out  reasonable  regulations 
in  good  faith;  **If  future  experience  should  show  that  the  rail- 
way companies  are  actually  constructing  cars  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  rules  the  matter  can  be  speedily  taken  up  under  the 
law/' 

535.  George  Pellegrin,  Merrill.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  demurrage  charges. 

The  rules  of  the  Car  Service  Association  applicable  to  the 
case  wore  submitted. 

536.  T.  C.  Udell,  Genoa  Junction.  Inquiry  regarding  rates 
on  live-stock  between  Montello  and  I^yons,  via  Portage. 

The  legal  rates  were  quoted. 

537.  Osseo  Mercantile  Co.,  Osseo.  Complaint  on  account  of 
car  shortage;  also  alleging  the  inability  of  shippers  to  load 
the  required  minimum  of  hay. 

This  case  was  handled  in  essentially  the  same  way  as  No.  534. 

538.  William  Heise  &  Son,  Alma.  Complaint  against  the  C. 
M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  on  account  of  its  failure  to  furnish  cars 
for  the  shipment  of  grain  from  Alma,  on  the  C.  B.  &  Q.  Ry.,  to 
Milwaukee. 

It  is  a  rule  of  the  Railway  Company  during  times  of  car 
shortage  not  to  permit  its  equipment  to  go  off  its  line  w^hen  the 
same  can  be  avoided.     Cars  were  supplied  to  the  complainant. 

539.  Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Application  for  authority  to 
publish  a  rate  of  $7750  per  car  on  wood  bolts  from  dead  and 
down  timber  from  Iron  River,  and  points  north  thereof,  to 
Washburn. 

Granted. 

540.  Eugene  S.  Turner,  Port  Washington.  Complaint  on  ac- 
count of  unsatisfactory  rates  on  cement,  brick  and  sand  into 
and  out  of  Fredonia. 

541.  W.  S.  Frazier,  Milwaukee.  Request  for  an  opinion  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  Independent  Order  of  Good  Templar?  is 
a  charitable  institution. 
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Correspondent  requested  to  state  the  specific  facts  to  which 
such  opinion  is  to  be  applied  and  that  on  receipt  of  such  defi- 
nite statement  the  Commission  will  endeavor  to  submit  an  opin- 
ion. 

542.  W.  C.  Blissett,  Oshkosh.  Complaint  against  C.  &  N.  W. 
Ry.  Co.  alleg.ng  overcharge  on  a  shipment  of  two  carloads  of 
apples  from  Millers  and  Barker,  New  York,  to  Oshkosh,  Wis. 

The  difliculty  in  th^s  question  appears  to  have  arisen  from 
the  existence  of  cliT'cicnt  rates  between  the  same  points.  One 
through  rate  is  quoted  by  an  eastern  carrier  providing  for  a 
through  rate  of  37  cents;  whereas  Wisconsin  carriers  publish 
a  local  rate  of  12.5  cents  between  Oshkosh  and  Milwaukee  and 
a  proportional  rate  of  12  cents  between  the  same  points.  The 
regular  rate  between  the  New  York  points  mentioned  and  Mil- 
waukee is  21  cents  which  together  with  the  12  cents  propor- 
tional rate  would  make  the  combined  through  rate  33  cents. 
The  construction  and  application  of  these  tariffs  is  still  under 
consideration. 

543.  Alex  McKenzie,  Mayhews.  Complaint  against  C.  M.  & 
St.  P.  By.  Co.  on  account  of  its  failure  to  furnish  refrigerator 
3ars  for  shipments  of  cabbage  to  New  Orleans. 

Telephone  message  from  Railway  Company  to  the  effect  that 
cars  would  be  set  in  at  once. 

544.  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  Co.  Blue-prints 
filed  showing  plans  of  proposed  interlocking  plant  to  be  placed 
at  the  crossing  of  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Ry.  Co.'s 
tracks  with  those  of  the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  near  Kenosha. 

545.  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Ry.  Co.  Blue-prints 
filed  showing  alignment  and  grade  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Ry.  at  the  crossing  of  the  tracks  of  that  company  by 
those  of  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Ry. 

546.  B.  Franzen,  Fredonia.  Complaint  of  rate  charged  on 
car  of  crushed  stone  shipped  from  Grafton  to  Fredonia. 

The  Commission  asked  for  some  definite  information  and  re- 
ceived from  the  complainant  the  freight  bill  for  the  car.  An 
examination  of  the  tariff  showed  the  rate  charged  to  be  cor- 
rect and  the  complainant  was  advised  thereof. 
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547.  Laun  Bros,  Wausaukce,  inquiiing  if  Commission  had 
jurisdiction  over  the  Wisconsin  &  Northwestern  Ry.,  formerly 
the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Ry.,  to  which  the  Commission  re- 
plied that  the  compauy  in  question  is  not  incorporated  as  a 
common  carrier  but  that  it  had  issued  certain  tarili's  in  connect 
tion  with  the  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  thus  holding  itself  out  as  such, 
making  it  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  as 
other  railways  are. 

548.  Complainant  is  a  market  gardner  and  ships  fertilizers  in 
and  the  produce  he  raises  out  by  the  carload.  He  desires  a 
side  track  and  wishes  the  company  to  put  one  in  at  its  own 
expense  and  asks  the  Commission  if  it  has  jurisdiction  to  order 
such  track. 

Held,  that  there  is  no  authority  conferred  on  the  Commis- 
sion to  compel  a  carrier  to  build  a  private  side  track  at  its 
own  expense;  that  the  powers  of  the  Commission  are  limited 
to  those  given  in  section  1802,  Revised  Statutes,  which  provide 
that  where  the  track  is  within  the  yard  limits  the  party  desir- 
ing it  must  build  it  at  his  own  expense  and  the  company  must 
connect  it  with  their  tracks,  the  expense  of  which,  however, 
the  party  must  pay. 

549.  J.  M'.  Bushnoll,  Wyocena.  Petition  lor  the  stoppage  of 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  train  No.  5  at  Wyocena.  The  matter  has  been 
referred  informally  to  the  Railway  Company  and  it  still  pend- 
ing. 

550.  Jacob  Shrake,  Bagley.  Complaint  that. the  C.  B.  &  Q. 
Ry.  discriminates  against  the  inhabitants  of  that  village  in  not 
stopping  its  train  No.  2  at  that  point. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Railway  Company  and  is  still 
pending. 

552.  Complaint  of  station  facilities  at  Saxon  on  the  line  of 
the  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co. 

The  matter  has  been  infoiinally  referred  to  the  Railway  Com- 
pany and  is  still  pending. 

553.  Ross  Lumber  Co.,  Arbor  Vitae,  stating  that  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  for  a  number  of  years  had  an  open  tariff  rate 
on  lumber  for  factory  use  from  Arbor  Vitae  to  Wausau ;  that 
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the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  did  not  publish  such  a 
rate  but  maintainod  a  higher  tariff  j  that  complainant  each 
year  shipped  tt  portion  of  its  product  by  the  C.  &  N.  \V.  Ky.  Co. 
on  the  higher  tariff  and  that  at  the  end  of  each  year  it  tiled  a 
claim  with  the  Railway  Company  for  the  difference  between  the 
rate  charged  by  the  C.  &  N.  W.  and  the  tariff  rate  of  the  C.  M. 
&  St.  P.  and  the  C.  &  N.  W.  allowed  the  claim ;  that  they  filed 
their  claim  for  this  amount  covering  the  year  1903  but  the  rail- 
way company  refused  to  allow  it  alleging  that  it  was  not  per- 
mitted under  the  laws  of  Wisconsin. 

The  complainant  asked  for  an  opinion  on  the  matter  to  which 
the  Commission  responded :  *  *  The  shipments,  as  we  understand 
it,  were  made  prior  to  June  16,  1905.  If  you  had  a  right  to  a 
refund  of  the  excess  charge  such  right  accrued  prior  to  that 
time,  and  it  waS  only  because  of  the  failure  of  the  railway  com- 
pany to  pay  the  claim  that  it  remains  unpaid.  This  Commis- 
sion has  frequently  held  that  a  matter  of  this  kind  is  not  af- 
fected by  the  passage  of  chapter  362  of  the  Laws  of  Wiscon- 
sin for  1905i,  which  is  the  act  creating  the  Railroad  Commission 
and  defining  its  powers.'* 

554.  Schmidt  &  Stork,  West  Bend,  enclosing  freight  bill  and 
asking  whether  C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  had  overcharged  them  or 
not.  The  tariffs  were  examined  and  the  complainant  was  in- 
formed that  the  amount  charged  was  the  tariff  rate. 

555.  Torrey  Cedar  Co.,  Clintonville.  Complaint  that  prior 
to  June  16,  1905  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.  in  error 
quoted  a  lower  rate  than  the  published  tariffs  and  shipment 
was  made  thereon.  Full  tariff  rate  was  charged  complainant 
and  claim  filed  for  difference.  The  Railway  Company  de- 
clined the  claim  saying  that  under  the  Wisconsin  law  there 
was  no  way  to  adjust  it. 

Held,  that  valid  claims  that  were  outstanding  at  the  time  of 
the  passage  of  the  Railroad  Commission  law  were  not  affectrCd 
by  the  passage  of  that  law  and  if  the  company  could  lawfully 
pay  such  claim  before  its  passage  they  could  still  do  so. 

656.  D.  W.  McNamara,  Montello.  Complaint  of  passenger 
train  service  given  to  the  inhabitants  of  IMontello  by  the  Wis- 
consin Central  Ry.  Co. 

The  matter  has  been  informally  referre^^  to  the  railway  com- 
pany and  is  still  open. 
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557.  Hall  W.  Mahoney,  La  Crosse.  States  that  he  is  the 
City  Attorney  of  La  Crosse  and  also  local  attorney  of  a  rail- 
way company  and  that  as  such  local  attorney  has  a  pass 
over  the  lines  of  the  road  and  wishes  to  use  the  pass  when  trav- 
eling on  the  business  of  the  railway  company. 

The  Commission  responded  that  the  question  was  properly 
referable  to  the  attorney  general  but  that  since  the  passage 
of  chapter  362,  Laws  of  1905,  with  the  amendments  thereto, 
the  Commission  is  under  the  impression  that  such  use  is  un- 
lawful. 

557.  In  re  Increase  of  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  Chicago  & 
Northwestern  Railway  Company.    Request  from  Hon.  James  O 
Davidson,  Governor  of  Wisconsin,  that  the  Commission  inves- 
tigate the  proposed  issue  of  one  hundred  million  dollars  addi- 
tional capital  stock  by  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co. 
On  Nov.  22  a  letter  was  addressed  to  Marvin  Hughitt,  presi- 
dent  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry.  Co.,  asking  him:  first, 
wli/ether  any  of  the  additional  stock  provided  for  has  been 
issued  and  disposed  of;  second,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  company  to  place  such  stock  upon  the  market  and  to  sell 
it  at  the  current  market  price ;  third,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  company  to  give  the  stockholders  the  preference  in  the 
sale  of  the  new  issue,  and  at  what  price  the  sale  is  to  be  made ; 
fourth,  to  ascertain  wiiat  purpose  the  company  had  in  provid- 
ing for  this  additional  issue ;  fifth,  for  what  purpose  the  com- 
pany intended  to  use  the  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  the 
new  issue;  sixth,  if  any  portion  of  the  additional  issue  pro- 
vided for  has  already  been  disposed  of  and  at  what  price  it 
has  been  sold.     To  which  Mr.  Hughitt  replied,  in  substance, 
that  none  of  the  additional  stock  has  been  issued  or  disposed 
of  at  the  prepent  time;  that  the  action  of  the  company's  stock- 
holders merely  authorized  the   increase   of  capital  stock   and 
that  no  action  has  vet  been  taken  bv  the  stofikliolders  or  direct- 
ors  for  any  actual  issue  of  the  newly  authorized  stock;  that  the 
purposes  in  view  in  providing  for  the  additional  stock  were 
those  mentioned  in  section  1826  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
Wisconsin ;  that  no  portion  of  the  additional  capital  stock  has 
been  disposed  of  in  any  way. 
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To  the  Hon.  Jolin  J.  Kempf,  State  Treasurer:  Herewith  find  statement  sho\itr> 
terest  bearing  Indebtedness,  total  mileage  of  railroads  within  the  State  of  Wis- 
the  year  ending  December  31,  1M)5,     and  being  according  to  the  provisions  of 


Name  of  Company. 


Total  cost  of 
railroad  in 
WiscoQHin, 

Dec.  31,  l\fuo. 


Total  gross 
roceipM  of 
raili-ottd  lu 

WuiCOU&llQ, 

year  eudiug 
Dec.  31, 1M>5. 


Total  net 
earuings  of 
railroad  iu 

W  liiCOUSlIl, 

year  ending 
Dec.3l,lU05. 


Interest 
beariQg  in- 
debteciueus 
of  r<tilroaa 

in  Wiscuusin, 
year  ending 

i^ec.  dl,  1M>5. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
6. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

a. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 

27. 
28. 
29. 
SO. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 

35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
48. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeaste'n 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

Bayfield   Transfer    

Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

C,  St.  P..  M.  &  O 

Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
Chicago,  LaKe  Shore  &  K. 
Chicago  &  Lake  Superior.. 

Illinois    Central 

Chippewa  R.  &  Northern.. 
Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  L.. 
Chippewa  Val.  &  Northern 

Drummond  &  Southw 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Falrchild  &  Northeastern. 

Great  Northern  

Green  Bay   &   Western 

Haw.,  Nebagamon  &  S 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 
UlUsDoro  &  Northeastern. 

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  B.  &  W. 
John     R.     Davis     Lumber 

Co.,  Logging  Ry 

L.  S.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co 

Mattoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette.  Tomaha'k  &  W 
Minneap.  St.  P.  &  Ash... 
M.,  St.  P.  &  Sault  S.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 
Oshkosh   Trans.    Co.,    op. 

by  C.  &  N.  W 

Robblns  Railway  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 
Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co... 
Wisconsin   &   Michigan... 

W^hltcomb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin    Central    

"Wisconsin   Wpatem 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 
La  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 

Laona  &  Northern 

Marathon  County  Railway 
Superior  &  Southeastern.. 
Bayfield,  Sup.  &  Minneap. 


$232,000  00 
542,048  04 


3,407,782  90 

60,469,501  72 

i55,903,tJ50  11 

128,253,141  81 

«12,166,873  60 


68,483  77 
8,231,824  22 

25,000  00 
164,080  53 
110,314  98 
203,556  79 


71,083  02 
218,241  56 


Totals 


10,100,000  00 
151, 290  66 
106,634  91 

eo.ouo  00 

71,400  00 
1,072,950  00 

80,750  00 

314,053  58 

85.000  00 

53:3,603  00 

8500,000  00 

15,404,446  29 


237,663  13 

70,000  00 

34,676  32 

73:5,493  20 

41:?, 808  75 

2,168.024  44 

11,064  40 

47,487,503  07 

ft?1,40r>  00 

066,047  81 

771,342  08 

106,962  98 

32,700  00 

46,142  78 


^47,069,402  54 


$32 

63 

6 

3 

15,6S1 

16,763 

5,586 

2,675 

90 

5 

109 

10 

11 

9 

14 

306 

22 

31 

1,134 

583 

49 

22 

10 

6 

110 

1 
14 
26 
57 
56 
1,908 
565 
19 

11 

25 

128 

13 

176 

3 

6,836 

72 

28 

40 

17 

8 

24 


044  00 
363  53 
799  92 
447  98 
878  32 
523  36 
995  55 
289  02 
709  51 
233  95 
738  48 
230  55 
921  07 
942  73 
292  09 
999  11 
193  94 
009  14 
385  99 
519  93 
612  65 
090  10 
868  17 
476  65 
388  11 

606  02 
507  50 
846  02 
569  79 
107  32 
110  67 
454  56 
748  64 

261  00 

251  12 
002  99 
369  73 
747  65 
439  36 
877  05 
127  IS 
978  04 
914  77 
300  01 
486  70 
962  92 


$52,378,211  38 


96,729  51 

no, 242  86 

^033  25 

B2,810  44 

6,959,092  70 

17,058,478  62 

81,641,933  96 

907,682  64 

6117,860  60 


34,012  81 
H,3S9  00 
11,358  41 
4,200  00 
1,314  38 
12,691  03 


612, 

5, 

1,656, 

30,108, 

138,942, 

112,667^ 

«4.636. 

167, 


000  00 
000  oo 
000  00 
865  10 
146  26 
556  01 
839  18 
100  66 
075  71 


045,817  9i 
6,272  22 

1,725,139  00 

1,264  61 

76,250  00 

•  •"baa*****'  >■•• 

65,814  66 
8,215  30 

60,000  00 

8,665  31 

11,812  60 

218,241  66 

673,666  48 

66,753  06 

619,263  54 

617,798  98 

935,258  76 

92,471  97 

1,051  12 

6,993  68 


612,001  7? 

9,723  98 

115,036  46 

6698  87 

2,070,258  79 

.^,3S8  21 

«  633,286  13 

16,3:i7  .% 
4,873  23 


6,212  02 


^8,483,218  97 


14,000  00 
408,06660 


195,000  00 

85,000  00 

414,758  93 

320,000  00 

9,947,558  06 

'236,00000 


638,428  35 

201,319  68 

1,470,719  71 


24,560,561  32 


460,000  00 

750,000  00 

44,176  60 

^,430  28 


$130,478,168  49 


1  Wisconsin  proportion  divided  on  miles  owned  basis. 

•Estimated. 

«  Wisconsin  proportion  of  operating  expenses  divided  on  train  mileage  basis. 

*  Based  on  cost  of  operation  alone. 

6DeflcIt. 
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In^  cost  of  each  railroad,  total  gross  receipts,  total  net  earnings,  the  total  in- 
consin,  all  as  reported  to  this  department  by  the  companies  named  below  as  of 
section  1796,  Revised  Statutes  of  Wisconsin  for  1808. 


Interest  ac 
crued  opou 
indebted- 
ness of  rail- 
roads in 
Wisconsin , 
yeaz  ending 
Deo.  31. 1905. 


Amount  of 

interest 
paid  upon 
such  indebt- 
edness in 
Wiiicunsin, 
yeareuding 
Deo.  31,  IUOd. 


Total  no. 
of  miles 
of  oper- 
ated rail- 
road in 
Wis., 
Dec.  31, 
1905. 


lo»nooo 

820  00 

88,162  97 

1,401,018  48 

n,908,195  90 

^700,068  36 


8,741  14 


86,256  95 


8,136  00 


8.000  00 
166,112  12 


80OOO 


15,010  00 

»),44XIUU 

823  00 

864  61 

1,162,295  65 

U,910,854  59 

710,624  16 

*197,0eO  22 

8,689  66 


86,266*95 


2»1  01 


3,000  00 
166,112  12 


11,136  66 


20,400  00 


11,700  00 

5,000  00 

20,686  81 

10,000  00 

886,073  16 


1,833  33 


26,004  11 


800  00 


90,400  00 


11,700  00 


20,14179 


386,073  16 


9,166  67 


32,380  00 


1,013,687  65 


14.256  34 


2,716  04 
307  19 


83,050  72 

10,065  98 

6,105  32 


1,012,125  18 


10,606  34 


2,716  04 
307  19 


$6,002,057  05   $5,789,436  72 


Average 

amouut 

earned 

per  mile 

Id  Wis.f 

yeareud- 

lug  Dec. 

31,  19U5. 


Bate  of  taxation  of  each 

railroad,  >  ear  ending 

Deo.  31, 1906. 


Amount  of 
tax  or  li- 
cense fee 
for  year 

ending  Dec. 
31,  19U5. 


No. 


19.16 
34.00 

21.00 

9.86 

1,726  42 

1,796.14 

758.28 

222.57 

18.60 

3  25 

91.31 

26.00 

6.60 

11.00 

8.18 

114.21 

13.50 

33.00 

39.10 

225.00 

33.50 

11.00 

4.60 

4.70 

86.70 

20.50 

16.33 

29.36 

43.77 

40.60 

866.66 

145.42 

8.00 


4.55 

28.0(» 

66.32 

.54 

01.89 

6.00 
841.29 
61.07 
30.60 
42.23 
18.00 
15.50 
15.87 

6.00 


$2,113  76 

1,863  66 

823  80 

362  33 

0,068  73 

9,322  70 

7,367  98 

12,019  99 

4,876  85 

1,610,45 

1,201  80 

400  22 

3,167  46 

903  88 

1,747  19 

2,706  53 

1.644  00 

989  67 

28,967  98 

2,503  42 

1,626  6i 

2,062  73 

2,362  64 

1,378  01 

8.007  86 

783  42 
888  39 
914  37 
1,315  28 
1,385  36 
6,350  92 
3,888  43 
2.468  68 

2,474  96 
fWl  82 

1,930  08 
24,758  76 

1,923  47 
673  32 

6,988  00 

1,887  30 
947  00 
964  12 

1,330  70 
647  58 

1,572  33 


8  per  cent   

$5  per  mile  &  3^  per  cent.. 

$6   per    mile 

$5   per   mile 

4   per   cent    

cent    

cent    

cent    , 


4  per 

4  per 

4  per 

4  per 


cent 


$5  per  mile  &  2V^  per  cent. 

$6  j;>er  mile   

$6  per  mile   

3  per  cent   ..^ 

$6  per  mile   

$5  per  mile  &  2V^  per  cent.. 

3^    per   cent    

$5  per  mile  &  2^  per  cent.. 
$5  per  mile   

4  per  cent 

3%    per   cent    

$6  per  mile  &  2%  per  cent... 
3  per  cent 

3  per  cent   

$5  per  mile   

4  per  cent   


$5  per 
$5    per 

$5  per 
$5  per 
$5  per 
4  per 
4  per 
8  per 


mile 

mile 

mile 

mile 

mile 

cent    . 

cent    , 

cent   . 


7,136  04 


$7.340  06 


3  per  cent    

pi  per   mile   

Tax  com.   assessment 

2  per  cent   

$5  per  mile  &  2^  per  cent. 
$5  per  mile   

4  per  cent   

$6  per  mile  

$5  per  mile   

$5  per  mile   

$5  per  mile   

$5  per  mile   

$5  per  mile  &  2V2  per  cent. 
$6  per  mile   


$061  34 

1 

479  09 

8 

106  00 

8 

49  30 

A 

627,276  13 

5 

670,640  98 

6 

223,479  82 

7 

107,011  66 

8 

3,628  38 

0 

36  22 

10 

456  66 

U 

136  00 

12 

357  63 

12 

66  €0 

14 

9145 

15 

10,814  97 

16 

116  10 

17 

166  00 

18 

46,376  44 

10 

20,428  20 

20 

340  07 

21 

680  70 

82 

328  04 

23 

2860 

34 

4,416  63 

36 

102  60 

26 

81  65 

27 

146  80 

28 

218  85 

20 

200  60 

80 

76,124  42 

81 

23,018  18 

83 

602  46 

88 

837  83 

84 

618  64 

86 

8,840  00 

86 

267  80 

87 

1,432  26 

88 

80  00 

80 

233,475  06 

40 

250  86 

41 

153  00 

42 

211  16 

48 

65  00 

44 

77  50 

45 

106  05 

46 

30  00 

47 

$2,068,124  04 


»  Wisconsin  proportion  divided  on  miles  owned  basis. 
<  Estimated. 
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KSPOBT  OF  THE  lUlLBOAB  CoMklSsioiT; 


SUMMARY  OF  BARKINGS  OF 
As  Reporte<l  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  Year 


Name  of  Company. 


Passenger. 


Wiseonsln. 


Whole 
line. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern   

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

3.  Big  Falls  Railway   Co 

4.  Bayfield    Tronsfer    

6.  Chlcatfo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

0.  Chicago  &  Northwestern   

7.  Chicago,  St.  Paul.  Minneapolis  &  Omaha... 

8.  Chicago,  Burlington  &  QuLncy   

9.  Chicago,    Lake  Shore  &  Eastern    

10.  Chicago  &   I.ake  Superior    « 

11.  Illinois   Central    

13.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

13.  Chicago,   Harvard  &  (ieueva  Lake 

14.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

15.  l>rummond  &   Southwestern    

IG.  Duluth,   South   Shore  ik,  Atlantic   

17.  Duluth,  Superior  &  Western  Terminal  Co.. 

IS.  LXunbar  &   vViiusaukee   

ly.  Kalrchlld    &    Northeastern    

20.  Great    Northern     

21.  Orc»en  Bay  &.  Western  

22.  Glen  wood  &  Northern    

2A.  Hawthorne,   Nebaganion  &  Superior   

2i.  Hazelhurst   &    Southeastern    

26.  Holmes  &  Son   Railway    

08.  lola  &  Northern   

ar.  Kewaunee,   (ireen  Bay  &   Western   

JW.  John  R.   Davis  Lumber  Co.,   I^ogKing  R.  R. 

2l>.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Co 

a>.  Muttoon    Railway    Co , 

31 .  Marinette,   Tomahawk  &   Western , 

at;.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Ashhmd   

Si.  Miuneapolis,  St.   Paul  &  Siiult  Ste.   Marie., 

'M.  Northern    Pacific    

35.  Norlh western  (\)5il  Ry.   Co 

3H.  Oshkosh    Transportation    Co 

ST.  Robl)ius    Hallway    Co , 

:«.  Stauley,    Merrill  &   Phillips    

a>.  West   Range,    (not   operated)    , 

40.  Winona   Bridge  Ry.   Co 

41.  Wlseonsin   &    Michigan    , 

42.  Whltcomb    &    Morris    

4a.  Wis<M)ii.sln    Central    

44.  Wisconsin     Western     

4"!.  Hillslioro   &    Nortlieast<'rn    

46.  I>n  (*ros.»«e  &   Soutlieastern    

47.  liCiona   &    XortlKM-n    

45.  Marathon    County    Ry 

49.  Mineral    I*olnt   &    N<»rthern    

60.  Superior  &    Southeastern    


^,905  36 

;07.787(» 

a»l  60 

156  06 

3,248,4i29  4JL 

3,734,470  91 

1,441,667  71 

401,856  10 


1,73a  76 

348  86 
6.566  7S 


106,0KI90 


810  62 

3, (►47  96 

84.:»45  ir> 

120,1^3  715 


Total 


196  fjO 
340  i^ 


l,5S!0t 
24,964^ 


1,350  fla 

5,232  46 

1,0^  9U 

310,972  51 

162,154  77 


6,3S3  4(; 


$2,9tW36 

27,727  01 

291  50 

156  05 

10,971,620  91 

13,706,071  67 

3,243,0S3  66 

15,199,207  91 


1,738  75 

9,614,483  57 

348  83 

13,113  45 


911,794  11 


810  6(S 

3,947  98 

8,006.178  94 

LSt,3i9  45 


166  50 
340  45 


1.539  04 

24.904  68 


1,350  91 

5,232  46 

1,020  90 

2.155,386  39 

13,2125,347  39 


6,:^J  46 


21,335  01 


1,177.824  J>> 
13,844  91 

3,115  an 

26. (KM  67 
3ii  ta) 


;f7,5r7  63 


1,461  ,a»  8J 

13, 8U  91 

3.115  39 

2Ct,(m  57 

322  80 


3,925  58 


$ll,a28,39{  46 


3,9125  58 


|7S,303,412  43 
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WISCONSIN  ROADS. 

Ending  December  81,  1906.    Wisconsin  and  Whole  Line. 


•  ^*     -  •«.'  ^  f 


Freight. 


Wisoonsin. 


f0&,968  6O 
aO,14L77 

)e,37d6i> 

11,128,M7  M 

12,280,806  8» 

8,a»,64&  OB 

9,14»,980  80 

48,000  4b 

2,984  3b 

65,aes  83 

&,SB1  7<i 

5,12S0e 

9,940  78 

14,292  09 

180.592  (M 


Wiiole  line. 


Mails,  Express  and 

TrauDporUiLiuu  and  Car 

Uuinpauie*  aud  all 

Otiier  ttuuroes. 


Wisconsin. 


Wliole 
iiMe. 


Totol. 


Wisconsin. 


Whole  line. 


No 


$26,968  80 

90.1414? 

6,823  aO 

2,a7tf  60 

37,729,08^  4:^ 

40,269,491  IS 

8,489,805  91 

17,617,689  76 

tf,V»4,dbd  60 

2,964  as 

32,992,547  26 

9,8B1  70 

10,247  23 

9,M0r2 

14,290  09 

1,863,167  £3 


^,149  44 

5,494  73 

285  12 

916  4ii 

1,304,800  i.7 

748,240  56 

816,688  76 

78,600  12 

^,11^  UL 

510  S2 

18,att  7* 


240  7;; 


'Ai,:ii)6  :>! 


6.^ 


4,008,) 

3,130,1 

807,1 

6,207,^ 


,149  44 
,404  73 
285  12 
916  4;; 

,99»  46 
,804  94 
,295  43 
,\>iA  96 
516  82 
6,410,2-.i8  4k 


481  41 


179,110  88 


$S2,044(}O 

63.363  53 

6,799  92 

3,447  96 

15,081, i^a  3:: 

J6,;usi.J23  3b 

5,^86,995  55 

^,(f75,289  02 

90,  ?09  51 

5,233  1)3 

10;>,736  48 

10,230  5o 

11,9^1  o; 

9,912  72 

14, 2W  09 

306,999  11 


133,044 

63.363 

6.799 

3.417 

5^,309,016 

59.066.556 

12,604.254 

09,114,203 

4, 50/, 360 

5.233 

48,997,;;69 

10,230 

23,842 

9,942 

U,2^ 

2.954,072 


60 
&> 

4k 
31 
51 
10 
Oi 
96 
2: 
55 
00 
72 
(Xf 
52 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 

/ 

10 

11 

l:i 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

16 

19 

20 

21 

2i 

23 

21 

25 

26 

?7 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

3i 

35 

36 

37 

3S 

39 

*(' 

41 

42 

43 

44 

4=. 

46 

47 

48 

40 

50 


21,889  42 

25,860  da 

1,000,909  89 

430,187  00 


21,888  40 

25,866  6(^ 

8B,O0B,826  €8 

437,500  06 


40,980  95 

06,409  17 


1,504  a 
4.958,743  42 
26,5<*  7Z 


22,193  91 

31,0U9  14 

1,134,886  99 

583,519  9-i 


2l?,liW 

31, UW 

44,960.047 

5H6.420 


14 
26 
23 


47,065  15 
20,165  «» 


47,065  15 
20,165  40 


1.752  00 
184  23 


1,752  OC 
184  23 


49,612  6"> 
22.6U0  10 


49.610 
0>.69O 


0> 

10 


4,69156 

80,450  98 

i,6oeoe 

10.97172 

04,725  48 

61.390  02 

55,080  38 

1,488.857  2^ 

978,081  42 

19,748  m 

11,00100 

26,261  l:; 

119,199  68 


4,664  66 

80,450  98 

1,606  00 

10,971  70 

04,705  48 

51,300  02 

65,060  30 

7.432.f»«  fl7 

89.887,795  28 

19,748  Ol 

11,06100 

05.261  12 

119,199  53 


8J05 
4,9«*2  00 


280  05 
4,972  60 


1,585  78 
769  63 
947  30 


1,585  78 
769  63 
947  3&i 


im,2m  88 
£6,068  87 


621, 5«)  IV 
0,006,180  97 


0,420  00 


0,420  00 


6,476  05 
110,388  II 

i,a)6  oi 

14,507  50 
26.i»«  02 
67,509  79 
66,107  22 
1,1»:{,110  <>7 

566,454  66 
19,748  (H 
11,26100 
25,251  12 

128.000  99 


6.476 

110,388 

1,606 

14.507 

26,i^0 

57,509 

56,107 

10,2(K).59C{ 

66,779,829 

19,748 

11,061 

26,251 

128,000 


05 

11 
Oi 
50 
02 
79 
22 
2:^ 
04 
64 
00 
12 
99 


168,450  19 

4,4»,000  61 

47,860  01 
7,090  58 
13,585  19 
16,^77  01 
8,486  70 
04,760  66 
24,950  92 

988,830,444  47 


007,784  48 

6.9B5,7S0  44 

47.360  21 

7.00BJ  5o 
13,585  19 
16,977  01 

8,48»i  70 
01,760  m 
04,95(?  92 

1200,780,620  70 


is,sm  7.' 

1,900  45 


05,501  ff', 
3,305  16 


889,061  60 

10,916  00 

660  2ij 

1.296  01 


807,17166 

10,916  or 

600  20 
1,2SJ6  0J 


201  8C 


291  S' 


13,360  Ti 
176,747  65 

3,439  .sr. 
5,830,877  06 
72,127  18 
10,  »8  17 
40,914  77 
17,300  01 

8,486  T^ 
28,978  or 
24,952  98 


25,501 

048.667 

3,4:«) 

7,004,150 

72,107 
10,868 
40,914 
17,300 
8,4vS6 
28,«)7S 
24,952 


63 

22 

:i( 

82 

IS 

17 

77 

01 

70 

01 

S2 


93,018,473  46 


$80,173,749  06 


950,378,011  38 


$309,353,734  25 


»0G 
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I'OTAL  amount   paid  BY  WISCONSIN   ROADS  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE 

lfi06,  CHARGEABLE 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
G. 

r* 
I  . 

8. 

tf. 

10. 

11. 
12. 
Vi. 
U. 
15. 
\s\, 
17. 
1». 
19. 
20. 
21. 


!>.]. 


2'7. 


2». 

31. 
.'B. 
3:}. 

.•J4. 

.r». 
.'i-'j. 
»r. 

30. 
40. 
41. 
4?. 
4:{. 
44. 

4fi. 
47. 


Name  of  Compaoy. 


Construc- 
tiou. 


^st 


Eqaipment. 


Operation. 


& 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  

Ahnapt'e  &  Western  

BIjf  Falls  Ralhvny  Co 

Bayfield  Transfe*  

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

C'liicajifo  &  Northwi'stern,^   

Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minneapolis 
Oma  ha    ; 

Chicairo,  Burlington  &  t)uincy  

Chicago,  Lalse  Shore  &  Eiastern 

Chicago  &  Luke  Superior  

Illinois  Central 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern   

Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Luke.. 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern  

Druminond  &  Southwestern  

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  ... 

Dunbar  &   Wausaukee    

Fairchild  &   Northeastern    

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nelmgamon  &  Superior 

Ilazelhur.st   &   Southeastern    

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,    Green   Bay  &   Western. 

Davis   Luuil)er  Co.,   Logging  It.   R. 

I^ike  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer 

Mnttoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette,   Tomahrnvk  &  Western.. 

Minneapolis,   St.   Paul  &  Asliland.. 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste. 
Marie   

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

Oshkosh  Transportation  (?o.,  oper- 
ated by  C.  &  N.   W 

Robhins  Railway  (^) 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips   

West  Range  (not  operated)   

Wln<ina  Bridgo  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigjin  

Whitconib  &  Morris  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western  

Hlllsl)oro   &    Northeastern    

I^a  Crosse  &   Southeastern    

IjJiona  &  Northern  

Marathon   County    Ry 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Superior  &  Southeastern  


|18,73G  05 


17,900  00 


Total 


18  43 

«407,751  02 

1,617,375  m 

319,295  22 

i,ti37  as 


»2aJ,418  78 


13.304  87 


1,657  15 
15,9<J9  37 


20,19tJ  54 


3,108  00 

3 /Jsr' 09 


4,714  97 


591  2« 

9,000  00 

218,438  0.3 


*21T,392  46; 

7,3S0  04 

22,993  20 


776  79 
4,400  00 
4,145  68 


1,249  99 


538  GS 


1.0G9  9S 


2S5,9G5  20 


631,999  30 

310  00 

4W,4.')6  51 


729,812  20 

5,9W  02 

.^,277  4? 

BJ)V>,(M7  .91 

1,498  «] 


^5,431,063  00 


4,060  00 


83,511  11 

?5  00 

328,509  23 


000  00 

41,529  82 


90  00 


$18,160  47 

40,98r  14 

6,863  17 

6,106  4£ 

*9,107,026  31 

9,174,5(^5  04 

•8,610,261  60 

1,767,806  48 

63,563  IS 

2,461  83 

155,054  42 

3,614  55 

10.656  43 

7,483  81 

16,0b9  49 

287,471  29 


11,125  66 

494,799  89 

372,029  18 

53,213  17 

11,049  87 

5,077  73 

73,267  8S 

18,706  28 

76,040  48 

8,146  67 

54,528  05 

73,677  45 

967,851  91 

472,962  59 

17,738  84 

2,630  61 

25,097  78 

105,217  77 


8,&15  80 
140,209  53 

3,750  00 

3,766,618  2« 

39,470  09 

5,218  63 
23,077  41 

0,4S7  11 

8,353  ."52 
m,7^  17 
13,740  90 


$1,234,726  02]    $31,211,469  76 


1  Proportional. 

s  Ineluding  $4.'iO,434.44  •'Additional  Taxes  State  of  Wisconsin." 

^  Miles  of  road  basis. 

*  Revenue  train  mllengo  basis. 

*  Including  e<iulpment. 
«  Not  given. 

'  Including  $13,82-1.00  '•Additional   Tiixeg.'* 
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RAILJiOAD     COMMISSION     FOR     TIIK     YEAR     ENDING     0BCBMBER    SL, 
TO   WISCONSIN. 


Taxos. 

latttiest. 

Reutals. 

Di?idendti. 

^  All  other 
puiposoa. 

Total  (.mount 
paid  duriug 
>ear endiuK 

Dae.  31, 19U5 

WlBCUQSin. 

No. 

^1  G2 

24S  iXi 

$0,720  00 
20,100  00 

;t>^'  00 

oU4  51 

n,4m,ois  4si 

l,yiG,S5t  59 

»70J),0;JS  3/) 

1U7,0:30  22 

8,741  14 

$25,315  00 

89,446  44 

.   7,433  17 

6,707  08 

14,142,269  41 

14,SJ0,S62  96 

0,157,943  35 

2,413,070  43 

208,970  11 

3,185  61 

230,639  42 

3,967  33 

23.235  48 

20.996  42 

24,252  33 

473,304  35 

1 

2 

3 

yi5  07 

4 

3l,(Xk*>,iy4  75 

•45i,s57,u0o  sr 

1,267,920  &9 

awr.l'^  7u 
2J0,3&2  40 

»^19,9k«  '40 
53.470  24 

5 

530,519  80 

^10.190  7i> 

6 
7 

U\*,ZiS  I'i 

24,980  95 

7,577  03 

405  00 

8 

4,038  15 

100,000  U/ 
23*  4') 

9 

10 

25,+;;Xi  lb 

S0,27()  95 
4.50  78 
201  9(3 

1,550  a.'; 

3,01W  00 
130,112  12 

11 

12 

4:«  «; 

344  3b 

11.160  90 

13 
14 

l,0r>7  1'; 

15 

10,40H  \fi 

13,312  52 

10 

13,528  03 

13.528  63      17 

15  <X) 

32,687  19 

660,2U  90 

649,507  12 

54,002  25 

11,331  60 

5,162  27 

97,607  08 

2.»,8O0  W 

SS,173  9S 

20,002  {k: 

7r.,833  30 

73,906  20 

1,986,758  49 

495,000  77 

29,097  62 

11,267  32 

.S4,676  32 

864,993  40 

18 

(Vijl?  10 

1 

19 

18,!rj;i  S« 

3,5t;4  Cfc 

155,000  00 

20 

Ta»  08 

Zl 

2«si  s:» 

22 

at  .>! 

2R 

3,'.m  A') 

20,400  00 

108  00 

24 

4<M  77 

lOi  50 

25 

!;;;>  '0 

i  i  ,7(«  00 

5.(00  <M) 
20.624  31 

20 

(W)  1') 

403  47 

27 

1/W>  IM 

28 

i?".'";'  7f) 

29 

T0,l?4  12 

tWy,073  10 

201,002  12 

OS, 931  71 

30 

22,(ilM  ]fi 

31 

y  xS  <w 

11,000  00 

32 

8jr>  4''> 

7,000  00 

,^ 

5H  r>4 

34 

1,723  9? 

33,063  06 

1,605  00 

.sn 

38 

»  QTTt  ftl 

io,na5  98 

32,380  oO 

10.987  42 

874,r.a  M 

4,237  7^^ 

0,144,817  09 

rv'T,502  97 

10,703  17 

796,919  49 

ia..'»3  70 

12,270  31 

1.027.973  .T? 

20,200  50 

.^17 

2.f)08  16 

7,636  39 

er^isnos 

38 

112  7a 

Xi 

240,175  27 

1,013,087  Co 

318,277  40 

/•  •  .  . 

20,093  31 

40 

41 

w  r>i 

800  00 

4,000  00 

42 

1,500  00 

43 

2f);j  r».M 

2,710  (W 

^rr  10 

10,:VXS  .*« 

44 

.•SiS  1« 

45 

!'•,'{  CO 

.,.,,, ,,. 

40 

47 

$0,126,339  49 

$166,812  go 

$S^,(M0  97 

$2.r»s,2rr2  4p 

$4,638,472  01 

$51,980,797  00 
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ibpOBT  OF  THE  RaILHOAD  COMMISSION. 


TOTAL  AMOUNTS  PAID 
As  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  year  ending 


Name  of  C  mpany. 


Constrac- 
ti  n. 


Equip- 
meut. 


Operation. 


•  1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
6. 
0. 
7. 

». 

D. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
16. 
Iff. 
17. 

19. 
VJ. 
20. 
21. 
22. 

a  J. 

2&. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
»?. 
33. 

.?4. 

30. 

.■yr. 

38. 

40. 
41. 
4->. 
43. 
44. 
4'». 
if). 
47. 
48. 
40. 
60. 


Abbotsford  &  Northern  

Ahnapee  &  Western   

Bifir  Falls  Railway  Co 

Kayfield  Transfer   

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Panl  ... 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  & 
Omaha  

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy   

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Bnstern  ... 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva  I>nkc.. 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern  

Drummond  &  Southwestern   

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  ... 

Duluth,  Superior  &  Western  Ter- 
minal     

Ehmbar  &  Wausaukee  

Fairc'hlld  &   Northeastern    

Great    Northern     

fi reen  Bay  &  Western  

Glenwood  &   Northern    ! 

Hawthorne,  Nebagjuiion  &  Superior! 

Hazelhurst  &  Southoastern   ' 

Holmes    &    Son    Railway    ! 

lola  &  Northern   I 

Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western. 

Davis  Lumber  Co.,  Logging  R.  R..( 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer! 

Mattoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western.. 

Minneapolis,   St.   Paul  &  .Vshhind.. 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

Oshkosh  Transportation  Co.,  oper- 
ated by  C.  &  N.  W 

Robbins  R;Vlway  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

West  Range  (not  operated)   

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Whitcomb  &  Morris   

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western    

Illllsboro  &   Northeastern   

T^  Crosse  &  Southeastern  

I-iflona  &  Northern  

Marathon   C^o.    Ry 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Sui)erior  &  Southeastern  


$lS,r30  06 


18  43 

1,(147,478  m 

26,820,192  12 

680,020  85 

i/jn,'iiKi  45 
170,809  57 


1,883,S33  93 


3,314  30 
15,909  37 


131,2Vi  :i(y 


20,196  r>4 


^,300  00 


898,0(31  71 


479,985  58 

270,317  k9 

*  1,249, 467  Of) 


1,738,649  85 


l,f>>*i  58 

4,400  00 

5,145  09 

87,373  '.i5 


1 ,249  IK) 
l.^-ySjIO  59 


3,108  (rI 


3,0:^7  09 


Total 


4, (520,054  11 
l,O.)0,15«5  8* 


$16,100  47 

40,9er  14 

0,^.«  17 

o.ias  4i 

?2,723,770  48 
3S,1»>,8S0  li 

7,059,508  12 

12,021, '08  11 

2,129,  1:J8  51 

2.401  ji'i 

S3,6U,Sii  70 

3,514  55 

21  ..il  >  8.- 

7,48.i  81 

16,0J»  49 

1,9«),S81  NJ 


ll,iy>  OG 

19,298. !r>;i  24 

.372,0:!)  IS 


5.3.213  17 
11. Oi:)  S7 


CtS  <kS 


1 ,089  98 


L.rO.l.'S)  22 
2,244,592  (Xi 


mi  20 , 

O.OTiO  00  , 
218,438  m 


4,950  00 


827.2'>1  Ofl, 

350  00 

f>12,039  97 


5.077  T.i 
73.267  8  5 
18.79(;  i^ 
7«,(M0  48 

8.140  07 
.«W.^«  0". 
73,077  4'i 

5,008,109  48 

29,100,201  04 

17,7:«  84 

?,»»  01 

2;'>.097  78 

105,217  77 


72f>  812  20 

5.900  92 

3,277  42 

2955.047  81 

1,498  no 


?2.'>,2O8,G00  11 


145,591  20 

25  00 

,T>7,700 


I  i 


000  00 
41.520  82 


30  00 


$7,974,0'>2  70 


3.m'i  80 
190,424  09 

3,7V)  09 

4,4.34.445  75 

39,470  OJ 

5.218  03 
2:^,077  41 

0.457  11 

8.35?  5-? 
02.204  17 
18,740  90 


$218,147,710  70 


>  Including  $450,434.44  "additional  taxes  State  of  Wisconsin 

*  Including  equipment. 

«  Including  $13,S>4.00  "additional  taxes." 

*  Credit. 
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BY    WISCONSIN    ROADS. 

December  31,  1905.    Cbarfireablc  to  Whole  Line. 


Taxes. 

Intel  est. 

$6,720  OC 

20.400  OC 

3iJ2  0r 

,TU  51 

5.008,106  00 

8,086.012  T7 

1.584.454  97 

7.409,0:»  Hi) 

215,  W5  GO 

Rentals. 

Dividends. 

« 

All  other 
purposes. 

Total 
amouni  paid 
during  year 
euding  Deo. 

81,  1005. 
Whole  line. 

No. 

$434  62 

$^5,315  00 

80.44j;i  44 

7.433  17 

6,707  OCJ 

60.858.089  91 

00.744,091  27 

13.498.788  99 

65,900,60?  21 

4.564.550  13 

3,135  61 

33.318.213  06 

3,967  iiS 

50,208  43 

29,996  42 

24,252  .33 

8.211,293  31 

1 

2.019  2f. 

2 

248  00 

3 

**^'*  (T 

4 

^9.068.000  87 

87,608  761  00 
5,177,009  00 

2,086,891  00 

7,758,737  00 
2,400.000  00 

$80,Geeoo 

985,500  00 

400,000  00 

939,133  50 

373,848  47 

405  00 

5 

9,206,168  74 

6B9,711  32 

l,a?4,Wl  8* 

19.313  (M 

34  .'K 

$48,072  54 

128.242  15 

'  sooiooo'a 

234  4* 
2,604.007  88 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

2,074,338  68 

4.080,500  00 

■i-'y'Jf  7S 

6.652.800  66 

11 

I* 

,5<*5  34 

4(«  .SJ 

l.Vrfl  <v{ 

3,(XK)  W 

S5i>,700  OC 

CSS  7;: 

29,339  70 

13 

502  61 

14 

1,067  V 

15 

151.850  70 

41.2.il  04 

16 

17 

i3,928  63 

13,528  63 

32.587  19 

42,475,763  92 

549,507  12 

18 

15  or 

19 

1.420.454  21 

IS  !»23  8» 

834.125  00 

4,081,693  23 

3,55-1  08 

^, 

8.709,790  25 
155,000  00 

7,079.007  40 

20 
21 

23 

7S0  0^ 

54,002  25 
11,331  to 

23 

281  S2 

24 

25 

R4  TiJ 

6.1«3  27 
97,697  08 
22,890  »> 
88,17:?  08 
20,002  W 
76.833  30 

26 

3,9.n  2r 
404  77 

20.400  00 

10^  0<i 

27 

100  50 

28 

433  50 

11.700  Of' 

5,900  or. 

20,624  31 

1,009,053  58 

6,9f«,6V>  0f» 

11.000  00 

?9 

660  1* 

408  47 

30 

1  ttsn  oi 

31 

2L*S  75 

■ ••.■• 

73,906  20.     32 

589.600  74 

1.781 ,7-t2  (V^ 
068  68 

96,487  60 

160,400  30 

1.088.699  00 

10,S50,000  0( 

406.688  89 
3,060.323  96 

14,859.782  62 

66.268.199  77 

29.607  52 

ll.WTT  32 

34,676  3? 

364.998  40 

83 

34 
35 

845  45 

7,000  or 

36 

518  54 

,?r 

1,723  92 

.33,063  0^ 

y.mry  oi) 

3R 

39 

3,275  P.4 
11.801  7r, 

Irt  (YX'i  O" 

16,9S7  42 

1,391,6R1  OS 

4,237  73 

7,117,060  23 

53,562  fl7 

10,703  17 

795.919  49 

18,393  70 

12,276  31 

1,027.973  .19 

20,269  5r 

40 

56,450  49 

11,23:?  .58 

142,929  00 

41 

112  7'< 

42 

Sfn.087  01 

ai4,0OJ9-- 

84  51 

1.134,640  83 

874,708  m 

82.400  83 

43 

41 

800  or' 

4,000  00 

45 

1,000  00 

4n 

253  6? 

2,71  r>  o» 
10, "^os  tii 

47 

338  IF 

48 

1.53  OC 

49 

50 

$39,068,813  37 

$8,138,796  14 

555?, 336, 5^7  21 

$13,180,356  84 

$1?, 810.283  51 

$376,891  737  18 
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CAPITAL  stock  AND 
Capital  Stock  of  and  Dividends  Declared  by   llie  Several  Railway  Companies 

Endin^r 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
IS. 
19. 
20. 
31. 
22. 
2S. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 

30. 

31. 
32. 

S3. 
34. 
35. 
39. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 


Name  of  Compaay, 


Number  of 

hhares 
authorized. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastci-u   

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Big  Palls  Railway  Co ., 

Bayfield    Transf<»r    

Clilcagro,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

Chicasro  &  Northwestern   

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy   

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Easlern 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

Illinois   Central    

Chippewa  Rivor  &,  Northern  

Chicago,   Harvard  &   Crpupva   Lake   

Chippewa   Valley   &   Northern 

Drummond  &   S<)Uthw<'Htorn    

Duluth,   South   Shore  &  Atlantic   

Diiluth,   Superior  &  Western  Terminal 

Palrchild   &   Northeastern 

Great   Northern    , 

Green  Bay  &  Western  , 

Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  &  Superior   

Hazelhurst  Sc  Southeastern    

lola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee,    Grepn   Bay  &   Western 

LAke  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Ry. 

Mattoon  Railway   Co 

Marinette,   Tomahawk  &  Western v 

Minneapolis,   St.   Paul  &  Ashland 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie 


Co.. 


Co 


Co 

operated 


Northern  Pacific   

Northwestern   Coal   Ry. 
Oshkosh    Transp.    Co., 

N.    W 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Winona    Bridge   Ry.    Co 

Wisconsin  &   Michigan   

Whltcorab   &    Morris 

Wisconsin    Central    

Wisconsin    Western    

Bayfield,   I>ake  Shore  &  Western 
Eastern  Ry.  Co.   of  Minnesota... 

Hillsboro   &    Northeastern    

Superior  &  Southeastern   

Mineral  Point  &  Northern   


by    C.    * 


Total 


1,200 

5,000 

10 

3,000 

(*)  . 

1,000,000 
500,000 

i,ios,.'m 

1,000 

10,000 

Ct50,400 

250 

1,500 

IV) 

100 

220,000 

20,000 

2,500 

1  .a-io.ooo 

25,000 

600 

4,000 

17,000 

0,900 

12,000 

100 

10,000 

100,000 

210,000 

l,5'i0,000 
10,000 

700 
1,000 
4,000 
9, 515 

100 
300,000 


50,000 

1(K),000 

fiOO 

500 

5,500 


7,.577,316 


Par  value  of 
shares. 


1100  00 
100  it) 
100  00 
lOOOO 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
1.000  00 
100  00 

100  a) 

100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 

2"j  00 
100  00 
100  00 
lOO  00 
100  00 
100  00 

2t  00 
100  00 

100  oo 
100  00 

100  09 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
lOOOO 


t  Including  stocks  of  proprietary  companies, 
*  Not  given. 
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DIVIDENDS,  1<»5. 

operating  In  Wisconsin  as  Reported    to    the   R.    R.    Comiuissiun   for    the   Year 
June  30,  1906. 


Total  par  value 
authorized. 


^120 

,000  00 

500 

,000  00 

1 

,000  00 

3,000 

.000  00 

( 

*) 

100,000 

,000  00 

50,000 

,000  00 

110,830 

,100  00 

100 

.000  00 

1,000 

,000  00 

96,0(0 

,000  00 

as 

000  00 

150 

,000  00 

150 

000  00 

10, 

000  00 

22,000, 

000  00 

2,000 

,000  00 

126,000. 

000  00 

2,500 

,000  00 

50, 

000  00 

100, 

000  00 

1,7C0, 

ooooo 

m), 

000  00 

1,200, 

ooooo 

4, 

000  00 

1,000 

ooooo 

3,500 

ooooo 

21.000 

,000  (n 

155,000 

,000  00 

1,000. 

ooooo 

70 

,000  00 

100, 

000  00 

400, 

ooooo 

o-»i. 

500  OO 

10. 

<X)0  00 

30,000, 

ooooo 

5,000, 

ooooo 

10,000 

ooooo 

50. 

000  00 

50. 

ooooo 

560. 

ooooo 

:$7 19.850,000  00 

Total  amount 
issued  and  out- 
standing. 


$120,000 

439.500 

1,000 

1,(575,000 

107.6U.80O 

175,608,430 

34,050.128 

110,839.100 

100,000 

IS.O'V) 

95.040.000 

....   (*)  .... 

....  (•)  .... 

58,000 

10,000 

22,000,000 

2.000.000 

5^)0 

124..'?fi5.R-'» 

2.500.000 

....  (•)  .... 
100,000 
71,400 

ew,})50 

119,400 

4,000 

lfil,500 

109,100 

21,000.000 


00 

00 

00 

(y\ 

00 
68 
68 
00 

OO 
o\ 
00 


00 

00 

on 

00 

00 

on 

00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

fYl 

00 


155,000.000  00 

1,000,000  00 


70 

100 
400 
951 
10 
30,000 
521 

19,000 
29 

...  (•) 


.000  00 

,000  00 
,000  00 
,500  00 
.000  00 
,000  00 
,400  00 
,001  OO 

.000  00 
,000  00 


,000  00 


Dividondb  Declared  Durioj; 
Year. 


Kate. 


Amount. 


7  pei:  cent 

7  and  8  per  cent 

7  per  cent 

7  per  cent 


7  per  cent. 


1802,810.832  15 


7  per  cent. 
5  per  cent. 


(4  per  ct.  on  com.) 
(&7p.c.  nn  pfd.) 
7  per  cent 


^,473,31)0  00 
5,174,<«4  00 
2.086.861  00 
7.753,837  00 


6.6^.e.S00  00 


140,000  00 


8,003, 8f)0  00 
125,000  00 


1.088,699  00 
10.850.000  00 


10  per  cent. 


6  per  cent. 


7,000  00 


909,000  00 


$50,901,277  00 


*  Not  given. 

f  Inclndinjr  stock  of  proprietary  companies. 
M,  &  St.  P.  Ry.  not  reporting-. 


No. 


1 

o 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 

8 

0 

10 

n 
n 

13 
14 
15 
10 
17 
19 
V) 
20 
21 
2-3 
23 
24 
2S 
26 
77 
?S 
29 

31 

Si 
33 
.?4 
35 
.T? 
37 
.38 
39 
40 
+1 
42 
43 


:c 
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CAPITAL  stock  AND 
Capital  Stock  of  and  Dividends  Declared  by  Rallroadg  In  WisconBtn 


Name  of  Company. 


Number  of 

Sbareii 
Autborized. 


Com- 
mon. 


Pre- 
ferred . 


Par 

value 

of 
shares. 


Total  Par  Value 
Authorized. 


Common. 


Preferred. 


1.  AbbotRford  &  Northeastern 

2.  AhnniMH*  &  Western 

4.  Rljf  Falls  Ry.  Co 

6.  Bayfield  Ti-ansfer  

6.  Chicago,    Milwaukee   &,    St. 

Paui,i  

7.  Chicago   &   Northwestern,*. 

8.  Chicago,   St.   Paul,  Minnea 

polls  &  Omaha,*   

9.  Cbicago,        Burlington        & 

Qulncy,*   

10.  Chicago,      Loke     Shore     & 

Eastern    

11.  Clii.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

12.  Illinois  Central,'  

13.  Chippewa    River  &  Northern 

14.  Drunimond  &  Southwestern 

15.  Duluth,   South  Shore  &  At- 

lantic   

16.  Dnluth,  Superior  &  Western 

Terminal  Co 

17.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

18.  Enstern     Railway     Co.,     of 

Minnesota    

10.  Fairchild  &.  Northeastern... 

20.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

21.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior   

a?.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

23.  Holmes  &  Son  Ry 

24.  Tola  &  Northern  

25.  Great  Northern"  

26.  Kewaunee,     Green    Bay    & 

Western    

27.  John  R.  Davis  Lumber  Co., 

R.  R 

28.  Jjpkc   Superior  Terminal  & 

Transfer  R*y.  Co 

29.  Mattoon  R'y  Co 

32.  Marinette,    Tomahawk    and 

■Woflf p~n    ... 

9A.  MiimeapoIlB,  St.  PanI  ft  Ash- 
land   

35.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  & 
Sault  Ste.   Marie  

m.  Northern   Pacific,*   

37.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

38.  Oshkosh        Trnnsn.        Co., 

onerated  by  C.  ft  N.  W... 

?9.  Robblns  Rv.   Co 

40.  S^nnley,   Merrill  ft  Phillips 
i4.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.,«... 

4'>.  Wisconsin  ft   Michigan    

4fl.  Whitcnmb  ft  Morris    

47.  Wisconsin  Central   

48.  Wisconsin  Western   

49.  Clilppewa   Valley  ft   North- 

ern     

Hi.  J*n   Crosse  ft   Son  then  stern. 
M.  Superior  ft   South'^as^^ern.. 
52.  Roddis    Lumber    ft    Veneer 

Co 

W.  Mineral  point  ft  Northern 
64.  Hillsboro  ft  Northeastern   . 

Total  (JW  ronds  reporting"^ 


1,200 

6,000 

10 


»240,153 


1,000 
1,300 


250 
lOO 


25,000 
500 


17.000 
4,800 


12,000 
100 

10,000 


23,380 

io.ooo 


700 

800 

1,000 


4,«'^'> 

100 

158,RS8^4 

8 


InO 

10.  nor 
500 


5,500 

5or 


f.33.73ft^ 


20,000 


4,000 


$100  00 
100  00 
100  00 


100  00 
100  00 


100  00 
100  00 


100  00 

100  00 


100  00 


100  00 

100  00 
25  00 


2,000 


11,090 


I13.24l»:i 


ir,0  Q.^1«^ 


100  00 
100  00 


100  00 
100  00 

100  00 


100  00 

ioooo 


100  00 
100  00 
100  00 


100  00 
100  00 
ior>  on 

100  00 

1.300  OP 
100  00 
100  00 


TOO  00 

100  or 


$120,000  00 

500,000  00 

1,000  00 


B24 .015,808  28 


100,000  00 
190,000  00 


25.000  00 
IO.OOO  00 


,?,SO0.000  00 
60.000  00 


1,700.000  00 
490,000  00 


1,200.000  00 
10,000  00 

1,000.000  oc 


2.338«000  00 
1.000,000  00 


70,000  00 

80.000  00 

100,000  00 


4ffi,550  00 
10.000  00 

15.853  833  35 

s 


150,000  Oft 

1.000  00 

50,000  00 


.vso.onooo 
50,000  or 

>-J»  SOfiS.flFW  iff 


90,000.000  00 


lOO.OOOOO 


200.000  00 


1.109,000  00 


ll.^^.lOOffT 


^4.7R4.1«ft 


>  Rond  rallenire  basis. 

■Includes  $583,571.87  capital  stock  of  proprietary  companies. 

•  Not  given. 

*  Proportional. 

^  Common  and  preferred  stock  not  fflven  separately. 
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DIVIDENDS.  1908,  WISCONSIN. 

as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  Year  E>ndiiif  June  30,  1906. 


AmnTint  Tm 

ined  ani  Ootstanding. 

Dividends  Declared  Daring  Year. 

Common. 

Preferred. 

No 

Preferred . 

Total. 

CommoD. 

5 

Amount. 

S 

Amount. 

9120,000  00 

439,600  00 

1,000  00 

fiao,ooooo 

489,  MM>  0(1 
1,000  00 

1 

2 

4 

5 

14,807,4^1  (XL 
>  BM,578,680  88 

V.9i8.Sn  74 

«19jei0.O88  96 

96,6(17,447  9T 
»«4,OT8,«I0  83 

20,896,4B6fli 

7 

7 

7 

$1,001,519  47 
M,57».465  85 

606,79178 

7 

$8Sl,fi25  89 

6 

7 

B^njmn 

7 

866,86180 

t 

9 

100,000  00 
180,000  00 

-.00,000  00 
180,000  00 

TO 

U 

1? 

25.000  00 

85,000  00 
10,000  00 

1.Y 

10,000  00 

U 

:^ 

.■*••......•••■• 

2,000,000  00 

2.000,000  00 

7 

140,000  00 

i*f 

17 

f 

n 

1 

, 

i)f 

9,500,000  00 
50,000  00 

2,500,000  00 

50,000  00 
100,000  00 

5 

126,000  00 

20 

— 

21 

100,000  00 

15 

15,000  00 

22 

33 

71,400  00 

71,400  00 

24 

25 

465,750  00 

199,200  00 

664,950  00 

26 

...••••^. ..«••.. 

n 

154.WO00 
4,000  00 

1«1,500  00 

154,200  00 
4,000  00 

161,500  00 

« 

» 

S3 

W 

2,388,000  00 

1,169,000  00 

8,507,000  00 

99.5SO00 

1. . 

7 

80.942  73 

36 

1,000,000  00 

70,000  00 

80,000  00 

100,000  00 

1,000,000  00 

70,000  00 

30,000  00 

100,000  00 

.T 

10 

7,000  00 

Xt 

8^ 

40 

41 

465*i«o'o6 

10,000  00 

15,8?3,8!n  88 

5^1,400  00 

56,000  00 

1,000,000  00 

60,000  00 

465, .S50  00 

10,000  00 

27,178,000  00 

5221,400  00 

58,000  00 
1 .000.000  00 

4*) 

40 

11,884.168  67 

47 

48 

♦.. 

f) 

50 

50,000  00 

51 

52 

539,600  00 
99,000  00 

682',flOo'o6 

S9.000  00 

58 

51 

■  •  •  • 

•   •  •   a 

175,125,086  41 

$82,880,641  74 

|108,006,e77  15 

$8,402,296  m 

$1,458,719  37 

3S 

1— R.  R. 
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CAPITAL    STOCK    AND    DIVIDEiNDS    DBCLAREID    BY    WISCONSIN    RAIL 

ENDING  JUNE 


Name  of  Company. 

Number  of 

Shares 
Authorized. 

Par 
value 

of 
shares. 

Total  Par  Yalne 
Aatborized. 

Com- 
mon. 

Pre- 
ferred . 

Common. 

Preferred. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

1  aoo 

6,000 
,10 

$100  00 
100  OO 
100  00 

9120.000  00 

500,000  00 

1,000  00 

2.  AhnaptH;  &  Western  

3.  Blsr  Falls  Railway  Co 

4.  Bayfield  Transfer  

5.  Chleaffo,    Milwaukee   &    St. 
Paul    : 

a 

........ 

100  00 
100  00 

ly  00 

IK)  00 
100  00 

a 

a 

6.  Chieaco  &  Northwestern  ... 

^l.OOO.OOC 
303,000 

i.ios,:iyj 

8,500 

...     ... 

aco.coo 

100.000,000  00 
30,000,000  00 

i]o.<wo,ioo  or 
fla^.oaooo 

1.  Chicago,   St.   Paul,   Minnea- 
polis &  Omaha  

120.000.000  ai 

8.  Chicago,        Burlington       & 
Quinrv    

0.  Chioajfo,      Tiflke      Shore     & 
ESastern  , 

10.  Ohir*axro  &  I^ike  Superior... 

11.  Illinois  Central   

a50,4«) 
2.50 

:,30o 

iv> 
100 

120,000 



100,000 
20,000 

ioo  66     6n. 040.666  66 

12.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

KM  00 

100  00 

l,(0'>  0'- 

100  00 

ino  00 

100  oo 

25,000  00 

150,000  00 

l-/\fOl>  o 
10,000  00 

12,000,000  00 

13.  Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva 
lyjike  

14.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northe-  n 

15.  Druujuiond  &  Southwestern 

•»•  ■ 

IC.  Duluth.   South  Shore  &  M- 
lantlc   

17.  Duluth,  Superior  &  Western 
Terminal   (^o 

10.000,005  CO 
2.000.000  03 

18.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

19.  F'alrehlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

20.  Great  Northern  

l.-jOO.OOO 
23,000 

100  00 
IOC  00 

150.000,000  00 
2,500,000  00 

01.  Green  Bav  &  Western  

2?.  Glenwoorl  &  Northern  

Zi.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    *- 
Superior    ^ . . 

500 

"i'.non 

100  oo 

25  00 

50.000  00 

24.  Haz^'lhurst  &  Southeastern. 

100.030  00 

25.  Holmes  &  Son  Railway   

r*>.  lola  &  Northern  

17,000 
4,800 

2.nr>o 

100  00 

100  t^O 

1,700,000  00 
480,000  00 

27.  Kewaunee,     Green     Bay    Si 
Western    

200.000  00 

28.  Lflke      Shore     &      Rastern, 
operated   by  .Tohn  R.   Da- 
vis I/umber  Co 

• 

29.  Lake   Superior   Terminal   & 
Transfer  Ry.  Co 

12.000 
100 

10.000 

•  ■  •  •  •     ■  ■ 

100  00 
.    J  00 

loaoo 

1,200,000  00 
10,000  00 

1.000,000  00 

30.  Mattoon   Railway   Co 

31.  Mnrlnette,      Tomahawk      & 
Western  

32.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 
Ashland  

33.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault  Ste.    Marie   

.34.  Northern   Pac-lflc   

140,0'H- 

T.".=i<^.00<i 
10,000 

700 

30C' 

I.OOf 

4,00f 

r»..5iH 

100 

-/5,000 

a 

70,000 

■  «•••■      ■ 

izsiooo 

100  oc 

100  oc 

IOO  0( 

100  Of 
IOO  (r; 
100  (>) 

100  oo 

100  00 
100  00 
KX)  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 

14.000.000  00 

155,000,000  00 

1,000,000  00 

70.000  00 

30.000  00 

100,000  00 

400.000  00 

951,500  00 

10,000  00 

17,500,000  00 

a 

7,300.000  03 

35.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

30.  Oshkosh        Transp.        Co.. 
operated  by  C.  &  N.  W... 

37.  Robl)lns    Railway    Co 

38.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

30.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

40.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

41.  Whitcomb  &  Morris  

4?.  Wisconsin  Central   

12,600,000  00 

43.  Wisconsin  Western   

44.  I^i  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

lO.OOO 

.500 

5,500 

500 

•  ■■■•■■  • 

1,000,000  00 

.50.000  00 

550,000  00 

50,000  00 

•15.  Superior  &   Southeastern    .. 

id.  Mineral   I*olnt  &   Northern. 

47.  Hillsboro  &   Northeastern.. 

Total   

6,970.01fi 

515,000 



^697,1.^6,000  00 

^,800,000  00 

1  Common  and  preferred  not  given  separately  In  report. 
'  Not  given. 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


515 


roads  as  reported  to  the  railroad  commission   for  year 

30,  1906.    WHOL.B  LINE. 


Amount  Issued  and  Outstanding. 

Dividends  Declared  During  Y^ar. 

Common . 

Preferred. 

No. 

Total. 

Common. 

04 

Amount. 

Amount. 

^120,000  00 

4S9,S0O  00 

1,000  00 


$120.000  00 

4;^J,500  00 

1,000  00 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 


68,189,900  00 
^79,940,745  97 

21,409,288  88 

110,839,100  00 
050,000  00 


49,054,400  00 
80,896,954  69 

12.040,883  29 


107,888,800  00 
100,846,700  CB 

34.060,120  00 

110,830,100  00 
650,000  00 


7 
7 

7 

7 


$4,079,873  00 
4,090,813  SO 

1,208,885  00 

7,758,737  00 


$3,402,893  00 
1,791,000  OO 

7587,970  00 


95,010,000  00 

25.000  00 

160,000  00 

as.ooo  or 

10,000  Of 
12,000,000  OC 


10,COO,OOt)  00 
2,000,000  00 


95,(MO,000  00 
25,000  00 

150,000  00 
58,000  m 
10,(KX3  00 

«.000,000  0) 

2,C0<).000  00 


0,652,800  00 


IW.OOOOO 


9 

10 

11 

12 

IJ 
H 
1) 

10 

17 
18 
I'J 
20 
21 
23 

^3 
24 
2'i 
20 

27 


28 

2i) 
3} 

31 

32 

aj 
HI 
35 

3^ 
.'??■ 
3S 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 


ai40,.>46,C60  Of 
2,500,000  0» 


2,500,000  00 


0,148.f5W  .W 
125,000  00 


50,(100  00 


100,000  00 


50,000  00 
100,000  00' 


15 


15,000  00 


71,400  00 
465,750  OC 


190,200  00 


71,400  00 
664,0r)0  OC 


134,900  00 
4,000  01) 

161,500  00 


1>4,200  00| 
4,000  OOj 

i6i,fX)oa)' 


!  •" 

.564,012  00       7 
10,8.j<),000  00       7 


14,000,000  00 
155,000,000  00 

i,ooo.oo:)00 

70,000  00 

30.000  a» 

100.000  00 
400,000  00 
051,500  OO 

10,000  00 

17,600,000  00 

521,400  00 

1,000,000  00 

60,000  00 
532,600  00 

29,000  00 


7,000,000  00 


$723,013,439  30 


12.500,000  00 


$110,499,387  &5 


21 ,000,000  on 

155,000,000  00 

1,000.000  00 

70,010  00 

30.000  00 

100,000  00 

400,0;T0  00 

051,500  00 

lO.OOO  00 

30.000,000  00 

521, 4<X)  00 

l,000,0»)  (X) 

.50,000  m 
53?,oori  '0 

20.000  00 


10 


7,000  00 


$839,513,327  16 


$45,160,141  50 


434,637  00 


$6,682,156  00 


'  Includes  $2,430,000.00,  proprietary  companies. 
'Includes  $426,000.00,  stock  script. 
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Repoet  of  the  Batlboad  Commission. 


FUNI>ED  DEBT  AND  INTEREST 
A  Becapltulation  of  the  Funded  Debt,  and  Interest  Accrued  and  Paid  of  Roads 


«k*  • 

Mortgage  Bonds. 

Misce  laneons  Obligations 

Name  of  Company. 

▲mount 
issued. 

Amount  out- 
standing. 

Amount 
issued. 

Amount  out- 
standing. 

J 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

$1124X)0  00 

012.000  00 

1,500,000  00 

9112,000  00 

6L?,000  00 

1,500,000  00 

122,176,500  00 

103,6>4,000  00 

29,236  800  00 

liM»,  140,100  00 

8,200,000  00 

79,375,276  00 

50,000  00 

20,000,000  00 

600,000  00 
9,700  000  00 
7,000,000  00 

408,000  00 

195,000  00 

320,000  00 

44,295,000  00 

185,371, ,500  00 

280,000  00 

.•W4,000  00 

1,7.'>1,000  00 

25,212,000  00 

125,000  00 

2.  Ahnnpeo   &    Western 

3.  Ha vfluld   Transfer    

4    (liloatro    Mil.  &  St.  Paul. 

5.  (^Il(•ag•o   &    Northwestern. 

6.  l*hl..   St.    P..   Minn.   &  O. 

lO0.7S4,OOOOO 

30,6'>6,800  00 

175,5Gfl,.W0  Ofi 

8,280,000  00 

7»,37:?,275  00 

50,000  00 

20,507,000  00 

600,000  00 
9,7W,000  00 
7,000,000  00 

408,000  00 

195,000  00 

320,000  00 

50,062,000  00 

$61,032,000  00 

^7,000,000  00 

7.  f'hl.,  Uurllnmon  &  Quincy 

8.  Clii . .  Lake  Shore  &  Elastern 

18,372,000  00 

18,372,000  00 

y.  llUuois   Central    

48,266,000  00 

4S.266.00O  00 

10.  Drummond  &  South  West'n 

11.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At. 

1.?.  Duluth,    Sup.    He   W.    Ter. 

Co 

838,206  89 

241,312  80 

!,•?.  P/iist(*rn  llv.  Co.  of  Minn. 

29,373  74 

14.  Grei'n  Bay  &  Western 

Vy.  Kewaunee,    Green    Bay    & 
Western    

52,635  48 

42,548  67 

16.  lAxko  Superior  Terminal  & 
Tra  nsf or  Ky .  <*o 

17.  Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    & 
Ashland    

1^.  Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    & 

Saiiit  Stc.   Marie   

ID.  Northern  Pacifie  

317,999  40 

66,974  85 
107,715.949  30 

20.  Northwestern  Coal   

1,000,000  00 

384,000  00 

1,751,000  00 

27,328,600  00 

loO,000  00 

21.  Winona  Bridsnp  Ry.  Co 

221.  Wisconsin  &  Mlchliran  ... 

23.  Wisconsin    Central    

24.  Chicag"©,    Harvard  &   Gen- 

eva Lfike  

1,501,175  00 

1,376,175  00 

25'.  Great    Northern    

114,901,600  00 

iii.ooi.eoo  66 

20.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 

420.000  00 
300,000  00 

420,000  00 
300,000  00 

Z7.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Total  (27  roads  reportlnff^ 

• 

i?rr01 ,845,175  00 

* 

^,^48. 101, 934  42 

•  TdUiIs  omitled  on  account  of  tlie  incompleteness  of  reports. 
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WHOI.D  LINE),  IMS. 

ReportlDK  to   the   Ballroad   CommlBBlon  for   the   Year   BDdlns   Jane  SO.   I90G, 
Whole  Uoe. 


*'3otai»  Dinltted  od  account  of  the  InFompteteDeBi  of  reports. 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


FUNDED  DDBT  AND  INTEREST, 
A  Recapitulation  of  the  I-'unded  Debt,  and  Interest  Accrued  and  Paid  of  Roads 


Name  of  Company . 


Mortgage  Bonds. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount 
outstanding. 


Miscellaneous  Oblifirations. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount 
outstanding. 


1.  AbbotKfords  &  Northeast- 

ern     

2.  AhnaiHHj   &    Wi'Storu    

3.  Chicane,  Mi  .  &  St.  Paul 

4.  (:iilcaj,'o  &   Northwe.Ktcru   111,41/;,(J00  Co 

5.  (^licnBTo,    St.    I'aul,    Min-' 

neapoiLs  Ac  Omaha  

0.  Chk-atro,  lUirl.  &  Quiucy 

7.  ('hit-afc'o,    L.  S.  &  E«istt;ru 

8.  Illlin»iH   (Vntral    

U.  Drummoud  &  Southwest- 
cm    

10.  I>Tiluth,  So.   Shore  &  Atl 

11.  Duluth,        Superior        & 

Western  Ttfrmluul  Co 

12.  Ed  stern  Railway    Co.    of 

Miuuesuta     

13.  Gret^n  Bay  &  Western.... 

14.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  & 

Wt»stern    

15.  Minnoapolis,   St.   Paul  & 

Siiult   Ste.    Marie 

Iff.  Norlliern   Pai'illc   

17.  Northwestern     (^oal    Ry. 

Co 

IS.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.. 
19.  Wisconsin   &    MlchlKun.. 

tH).  Wisconsin    Central    

21.  rh\..  Harvard  &  CJ.  L... 
??.  Great    N<»rthern    

23.  Mineral    Point    &    N(>rth- 

crn    

24.  Stanley,    Merrill   &   Phil- 

lips      


fl  12.000  iXi 
i>12,iX)j  OJ 


:iO,«)(>3,&Xy  GO 

80,:K)4,2r5  Olr 

50,OOCOO 
20,507,U/a  OG 

600,000  00 

9,7a^C00  00| 

7,ooa,<Joo  00 

408,000  OOj 
56,895,C00  OO' 


N 


Total    

umber  of  roads  reporting 


1 ,0'W,O0O  00 
3Ni,0f»  00 

2,401,Ok»  M 

31,31»,'<X)  (X) 

l->j,CkX;  O'J 


."iaO.OOO  00 
.'500,000  CO 


$112,000  00 

012, OLK)  00 

121,H«>.5a)00 

106,tfiG,0(X)  00 

ij,:mi,sco  oj 

1S'...S(X),000  00 

s,ii.v.),iix)  00 

80,IfiJ4,2r5  00 

no,(7ya  CO 
2o,oco,oaioo 

ax),ooooo 

9,7a},000  00 
7,tRX),000  00 

408,030  00 

"JO.llS.OOO  00 

i58,j?r5,rix)  tt> 

•221). 0»  00 

.'«4,m>)  00 

?.4ai.0.C  00 

ao.r.n.uM)  oo 

123,000  (JO 


$ol,<i32,00aU; 

i[6J  ,Oeb,(AX)  U) 

18,»r2,0U0  00 

18,,f7i,O0O  00 

48, 2(30,000  00 

48,266,000  (» 

427,133  19 

iOo.AiXi  19 

£2,035  48 

28,702  80 

.117,399  40 


1,0(»1,175  00 

iifT,m',eoo  (>') 


660,000  00, 

6o^',(xx)  oo; 


*625,1G2,575  00  5^807,020,075  00^B3r,(«),943  (Ti 
22  \  2*  Se 


40,184  91 

iar.()a>,9i2  os 


755, *S>  00 

iwieiiisoo  66 


$:»0. 232,468  56 
24 
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whole  lilNB,  1906. 

Reporting  to  the  Rallronil  Commission  for  the  Year  Ending  June  30,  1906. 


Income  Bonds. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amonnt 
outstand- 
ing. 


Total  Funded  Debr. 


Amount 
issued . 


.Amount  out- 
standiog. 


Interest. 


Ti>tal 

amount 

accrued 

luring  >ear. 


$900,000  00 


8,000,000  00 


$3,500,000  CC 
2Z 


1500,000  00 


3»000,000  00 


1112,000  00 
612,000  00 


i79«ee7,ooo  00 

30,963,800  00 
189,394,000  OO 

3/<r.«),ooa  00 

128,060,275  00 

50,000  00 
23.034,133  19 

500,000  00 

9,700,lX)0  00 

;,tioo,ooo  00 

460,635  48 
66,212,399  40 


1,000,000  00 
884.000  00 

■?,401,(X)a  (K) 

3J?,314,G75  00 

125,000  (>0 

107, ra 2, (jco  00 

560,000  01) 
500,000  00 


^S.'^X.'.CCO  0" 
24 


$112,000  00 

612,000  00 
121,84Ji,i>lX)  00 
164,214,000  00 

29,376,800  00 

174,172,000  00 

3,280,000  00 

128,000,276  00 

50,000  00 
23,406,408  19 

500,000  00 

9,700,000  00 
7,6J0,00O  00 

438,792  SO 

50,156,184  91 
?93,y")8,412  (W 

220,000  00 
384,000  00 

2,401,000  00 

30^4<f.48T.  00 

125,000  0t> 

l07,612,(jCO  00 

ooO.OOO  00 

500,000  00 


Total 

amount 

paid 

during  year. 


$0,720 

30,600 

7,882,107 

1,542,6GS 
7,846,063 

i<« ,  ;oj 

4,689,522 

3,000 

859,700 


00 
00 

a) 

49 

50 
63 
00 
50 

CO 
00 


20,000  00 


435,000 

30,0C0 


00 
00 


22,215  87 


1.047,410 
6,0S6,14O 

11,000 
19,200 

100,716 

1,161,467 

6,2=kF 

151.vS«5 

22,0OS 

21.6G6 


!,  1^0, 772,  ^.4} 
24 


:D,:i7'-.?(/] 
24 


00 
00 

a) 

00 

ai 

HI 

00 

34 
67 


I 


No. 


$8,220  00 

22,000  (%) 

5,IX)7,301  23 

7,Ji46,4^  00 

1,54'».891  OO 

7,353,951  33 

lf«,700  0> 

4,706,661  25 

3,000  0^} 
850,700  00 

'20,000  oa 


21,0G6  tu 


ii39,24S,m)8  12 
24 


U 


4.">6.0;X)  00 

;-.o,coo  00    13 


1 

2 
:i 

4 

5 
3 
I 
3 

9 
10 

U 


22,215  S7  14 

1,S30,71>5  0U  15 

6.1>7(>,(>5;i  73  16 

ll.O.X>0i>  17 

19,200  00  18 

None    I  li) 

l,139,S;3  11 1  20 

None  21 

Vjj,(^^  &=)|  22 

21,758  ,'M|  ?3 


21 
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FUNDE3D  DBBT  AND  INTEREST, 
A  Recapitulation  of  the  Funded  I>ebt»  and  Interest  Accrued  and  Paid,  of  Roads 


Name  of  Company. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeast- 


ern    

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western   .... 

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  P 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

6.  Chicago,   St.   Paul,   Min- 

neapolis &  Omaha   

C.  Chi.,    Burl.   &  Qulncyf.. 

7.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  ISfist. 

8.  Illinois  Central   

9.  Druramond  &,  S.   West'n 

10.  Duluth,  Sup.  &  Western 

Terminal   Co 

11.  Green  Bay  &  Western... 

12.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  & 

Western     

13.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  & 

Sault    Ste.    Marie 

14.  Northern    Pacific    

15.  Northwestern    Coal    Ry. 

Co 

16.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.t 

17.  Wisconsin  &    Michigan.. 

18.  Wisconsin    Central    

19.  Chi.,  Harvard    &  G.    It. 

20.  Great  Northern!   

21.  Mineral   Point  &   North- 

22. 


ern    

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phil- 
lips     


Total 


Mortgage  Bonds. 


Amount 
issaed. 


Amount 
outstanding. 


M  isoellaneons  Obligations . 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount 
outstanding. 


$112,000  00 
612,000  00 


26,775.862  34 
14,801,974  24 


130,000  00 

1,725,18»  00 

60,000  00 

500,000  00 
7,600,000  00 

408,000  00 

12.338,065  00 


1,000,000  00 


1,251,500  00 

28.114,465  50 

§62,500  00 


550,000  00 
600,000  00 


$06,124,566  06 


1112,000  00 

612,000  00 

20,902,792  05 

25,60(3,557  22 

13,654,336  61 


130,000  00 

1,725,139  00 

50,000  00 

500,000  00 
7,600,000  00 

408.000  00 

11,380,767  00 


•|14,801»111  66 


52,635  48 
63,005  70 


220,000  00 


1,254,590  00 

27,089,023  00! 

6?,.5O0  00 


914,072  78 


550,000  00 
600,000  00 


$121,418,304  91 


$15,820,825  &i 


$18,700,860  81 


26,792  80 
6,710  88 


680,757  81 


$14,4^,117  80 


•Includes  $8,076,886.78  debenture  bonds, 
t  Cannot  divide  between  states. 
X  Not  given  for  Wisconsin. 
§  Divided  on  mileage  basis. 
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WISCONSIN.  1908. 

Reportlntr  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  Bndinf  June  30,  1900. 


Income  Bonds. 

Total  Funded  Debt. 

Interest. 

Amount  is- 
saed. 

Amount  out- 
standing. 

AmoLut  is- 
sued. 

^Amount  out- 
Htandiug. 

Total 
amount  ac- 
crued dur- 
ing year. 

Total 

amount  paid 

during 

year. 

No. 

$112,000  00 
612,000  00 

$112,000  00 

612.000  00 

29.9(&,7V2  06 

13,654,3;»  64 

$6,720  00 

30.600  00 

1,454,216  72 

717.666  19 

$8,220  00 

212,000  00 

1,462,006  38 

l,i///,l(M  Ou 

71A  *»»  1.1 

r 

1 

2 

a 

,  «      *  1  '      i    <^ 

ii  .v,..<  J  .;- 

41,UJ*,030  5. 
14.301,974  24 

5 

1 

6 

130,000  00 

1,725,139  00 

90,000  00 

500,000  00 

7,600,000  00 

460,636  48 
12,891,040  70 

130,000  00 

1,725,139  00 

50,000  00 

600.000  00 
7.600,000  00 

436,790  80 

11,887,477  88 

7.S0O  00            7  800  00 

1 

88  256  96           f^  9!Vl  Qfti       a 

8,000  00 

20,000  00 
30,000  00 

82,215  87 

443,272  88 

3,000  00 

20,000  00 
30,000  00 

22,215  87 

424,276  84 

9 

10 

11 

12 

IS 

14 

1,000,000  00 

2«>,000  00 

11,000  00 

11,000  00 

15 

la 

1,2&I,590  00 

29.028,538  28 

62,500  00 

1,264.500  00 

27,779,380  81 

(30,500  00 

5e,208  28 

1.040,741  7.3 

3,126  00 

17 

1.621,61253 

18 

19 

90 

fiSO.OOOOO 

500,000  00 

600,000  00 

500,000  00 

98,008  84 

21,686  67 

21,758  81 
21.666  67 

71 

ffi 

1120,076  52 

$120,076  52 

$112,066,468  24 

$185,973,499  23 

$5,888,940  10 

$5,707,607  40 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commissio:!^. 


CURRENT  ASSETS  AND 

Current  assets  and  liabilities  of  railroads  doinsr  business  in  Wisconsin  as  r<y 

Whole 


Name  of  Company. 


Cash  and  Carrent  Assets  Available 


Cash. 


BiUs  re- 
ceivable. 


Dae  from 
ageutst  con- 
ductors 
and  pay- 

maaiers. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
G. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
U. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
?1. 

22. 
23. 

24. 
25. 
20. 
27. 
28. 


Abbotsford 
Aliuapee  & 
Bayfleld 
ClilcuKo, 
C'liiouKo 
Chicago, 
Omaha 
Chicago, 
Chicago, 


&  Northeastern   

Western 

Transfer   

AIIl\vaul«ee  &  St.   Paul 

&   Northwestern    

S-t.      Paul,      Minueapolis 


& 


Burlington  &  Quiucy    

Ldilce  Shore  &,  liastern 

Illinois  Central   

Drummond  &  Southwentern  

Duhith,   South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

I>uliith,  Superior  &  Western  Terminal 

Great    Northern    

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Hawthorne,    Nei^agamon  &   Superior.. 

Ilazelhurst  &,  Southeastern  

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  .... 
I/ake  Superior  Terminal 
Afarinette,   Tomahawlc  & 
Minneapolis,     St.     Paul 

Marie    

Northern   Pacific    

Oshkosh    Transportation    Co.,    operated 

by  C.  &  N.  W 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan   

Wisconsin  Central    

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  of  Minnesota  

Mineral   Point  &   Northern 


&  Transfer 

Western   

&     Sault     Ste 


Total 


$1,725  02 

1,S12  40 

78  33 

8,405,204  78 

6,«(tt,a23  17 

966,537  48 

9,21/7,517  28 

13,076  58 

9,947,040  71 


57,310  61 

10,800  99 

6,965,478  82 

39,058  54 


2TO70 

2,006  16 

16,238  31 

2^,493!  27 

6,166  91 

2,615,773  98 
17,738,324  84 

3,738  27 

875  37 


1,201,956  68 
3,650'66 


$64,008,563  69 


366,232  72 

4.533  23 
794,681  76 


$106  28 
30  00 


M,635di2 


2,481.916  24 


977,070  57 
2,480,704  80 

219,771  88 

4,2/7  94 

42.8L)i  Oi 

1.291,440  24 


81,906  aa 


1,593.653  96 
5,283  £0 


239  75 
30,229  06 


331,190  73 


$4,073,650  01 


126  82 
6,370  41 

200  00 
1.266  10 

325,975  47 
380.304  20 


2,333  6? 

12.283  28 

335,763  13 


266  83 


$7,761,830  64 


•Due  from  U.  S.  Government. 
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LIABILITIBS.  1905. 

ported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1906. 
line. 


for  Payn'ent  of  Liabilities. 


Net  traffic 
balances 
due  from 
other  com- 
1  panies. . 

Due  from 
solvent 
companies 
and 
individ- 
uals. 

Other  cash 
assets  (ex- 
clusive of 
materials 
and  sup- 
plies. 

Balanoe— 

current 
liabilities. 

Total. 

Material 
and  sup- 
plies on 
hand. 

No. 

$613  63 

li)7  76 

4,092  55 

370,467  54 

$2,443  83 
26,208  94 

784,885  6H 

10,664,531  6i) 

9,996,400  (|9 

a,942,6;*t  45 

13,006,136  26 

1,9a, 046  18 

14,477,967  78 

164,996  61 

3.907,2bi&  79 

699,830  21 

14,068,086  26 

226,816  42 

84,006  15 

6,829  46 

6,298  97 

109,529  49 

22,881  Xi 

4^,116  96 

3,300,318  66 

21,399,656  9!) 

3,738  27 

206,438  22 

1,451,628  61 

2,112,316  25 

564,569  38 

m,92osr 

1 

$24,168  78 
780,719  80 

$900  00 

2 

3 

$296,560  91 

*^15,228  76 
400,306  38 

2,740,296  79 
3,820,956  94 

879,678  33 

4,810  464  64 

40,429  19 

2,412,510  61 

744  48 

247,443  24 

4 

141,184  M 

5 

17G,i;Mf  14 
513,140  09 

1,916,167  £8 

1.572,659  77 

6 

2.382.83S  19 

33,72100 

7 

8 

2.979.798  42 

196,047  89 

9 

23  35 

154,913  16 
3.504,491  63 

10 

143,424  a& 

210,061  34 

n 

5*jy,0^  22 

3,<M7,0fi6  25 

16,:«7  71 

12 

3.271.341  67 

IS 

6,031  70 

158,535  21 

23,499  951     14 

84,006  15 

1,000  00 

16 

6,555  76 

59  80 

7,W4  17 

m>06 

2,5(2  73 

206,397  86 

2,889,04^  41 

IB 

3,326  40 

781  21 
47,606  06 

17 

31,370  64 

IS 

1,331  92 
19,6»3  34 

1,558,817  61 
2.948,911  9ii 

19 

414,161  21 
3,2tl)36 

90 

88,661  31 

21 

380,7.'i0  48 

!?t? 

?3 

1,734  60 
4,680  92 

2,611  oe 

85,707  01 

533. H0O  91 

TZl  61 

3,000  08 

no, 023, 940  91 

197,881  61 
908,971  82 

94 

414,982  58 
40,775  58 

26 

668,596  2> 

26 

232.667  14 

27 

132  41 

30,0CO00 

829  40 

28 

^,341, C05  97 

$1,831,684  98 

$7,964,273  94 

$102,604,968  16 

$23,449,426  0» 
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RePOET   of   the  EAlIiBOAD   COMMISSION. 


ASaBITB  AND 

Carrent  Assets  and  Liabilities  of  Bailroads  Doinf  Business  In  Wisconsin  as  re- , 


Name  of  Company. 


Current  Liabilities  accroed  to 


Loans  and 
bills  pay- 
able. 


Audited 
vouchers 

and 
accounts. 


Wages  and 
salaries. 


Net  traffic 

balances 

due  other 

companies. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

8.  Bayfield    Transfer    

4.  ChicaflTo,    Milwaukee   &    St. 

Paul    

5.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 

6.  Chicago »  St.  Paul,  Minneapo- 

lis &  Omaha  

7.  Chicago,        Burlington        & 

Quincy  

8.  Chicago,      Lake     Shore     & 

Eastern  

9.  Illinois  Central  

10.  Drummond  &  Southwestern. 
U.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

12.  Duluth,  Superior  &  Western 

Terminal  Co 

13.  Great  Northern  

14.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

15.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior  

10.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  . 

17.  lola  &  Northern 

18.  Kewaunee,     Green    Bay    & 

Western   

19.  Lake   Superior   Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.  Co ^ 

20.  Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western    

21.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault  St.  Marie  

22.  Northern  Pacific  

23.  Oshkosh  Transportation  Co. 

operated  by  C.  &  N.  W... 

24.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

25.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

26.  Wisconsin  Central  

27.  Elastern  Ry.  of  Minnesota  .. 

28.  Mineral   Point  &  Northern. 


149, (ri3  82 


Total 


154,999  &1 
3,001.116  18 


9954  79 

1,219,863  92 
2,662,039  29 

515,581  St 

2,051, 24r>  21 

186,348  61 
3,684,300  83 


1,080.000  00 


520,097  43 

1,627  45 

1,467,624  45 

43,707  13 


42,548  67 


407,768  93 


170 

4,€B1  71 

.      5,124  81 

980  14 

1,702,647  60 
3,341,015  14 


leeo 

1,678  10 


2,079,109  77 
2,133,490  94 

435,065  13 

2,132,206  34 

95,800  57 
1,967,612  82 


101,829  23 

80  GO 

1,381,949  24 

16,800  09 


198,095  76 
873,137  91 
500,000  00 


87,483  25 
432,0(57  05 
655,804  93 

10,247  09 


90»879,902  67||10.06B,87O  81 


264  60 

2,188  06 

640 

2,686  97 

389,101  10 
1,802,409  76 


6,770  4« 

22,990  92 

296,216  28 

2,894  45 

4,690  82 


$12,906,390  13 


$2 '74 
2,109  46 


730,421  44 
48,320  73 


180,943  76 
478,656  90 


293,18172 
129 


2,475  26 


9,829  62 


39,128  07 


|1,7G6,068  QB 
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LIABILITIDS.  1905.— Contlnaed. 

ported  the  Railroad  Com.  of  Wisconsin  for  year  ending  June  30, 1905.— Whole  Line. 


and  IndudiDfT  June  SO,  1905. 


Diyidaodg 

not  called 

for. 


Matured 

interest 
coupons  in- 

cludinfr 
coupons  due 

July  1st. 


Rental  due 
July  1st. 


Miscel- 
laneous. 


Balance 
cash  assets. 


No. 


Total. 


$38,431  00 
8,799  2b 

1,045,130  00 

6,151  25 


27,312  30 


530,000  00 


2,5ffl  00 
2,n4,519  00 


53^,105  00 


$1,500  00 


635,  lie  92 

2,728,. 'JW  25 
802,881  02 

80,276  35 

2,318,912  25 


1. 145, 951  25 


$6.900  00 
23,364  55 


704,122  48 
200,000  00 


10,000  00 

13.338  85     1,270,202  18 


$.M,65 


2,168,722  00 

79B,471  47 
105,781  77 
467,060  12 


314,699  06 


800  00 


813,600  00 
1,137,0GB  00 


430,775  ir 


6,000  a> 


$4p904.0l7  80  |0,«19.M>  79 


|0,2Oi,279  01 


115,018  05 
K4,003  86 


56,805  80 

15,810  02 

2,861  20 

3^?, 438  96 

5,530,296  20 


30, J^  07 


llO.lM.iai  86 


1888  50 


4,408,790  02 

1.900,049  75 


5,811,838  44 

336,?00  64 
6,974,123  58 


587,822  26 

8,125.624  82 

60,701  16 


6,829  46 
6,032  67 


1,039  50 


6,878,394  89 
3,738  27 


304,990  7S 


21,682  on 
,008,708  40 


$8,443 

26,208 

784,88'. 

10,554,531 

2,942,638 

13.006,136 

1,071,046 

14.477,957 

154,996 


88 
94 

08 

56 
69 

45 

26 

18 
78 
51 


3,907,226  79 


500.830 
14,088,085 

225,810 

84,005 

6,889 

6.298 

100,5(29 

28,881 

424,116 

3.300.818 

21.308,650 
3,738 

205,436 

1,481  ,(H8 

2,112,315 

564,. "lOO 

36,. 1(20 


21 

26 
^ 

15 
46 

97 
49 

33 

05 

00 

9^ 
Ti 

22 

61 
2-- 
.V 
87 


$108,604,988  it 


I 
2 
3 

4 
5 


8 

9 

10 

11 

12 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 

IS 

19 

20 

21 

22 
23 

24 

25 
26 

27 

2S 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


CURRENT  ASSETS 

Current  Assots  and    Lrinbllitlcs  of  Railroads  doing  Business   In  Wisconsin   as 

Whole 


Cash  and  Current  Assets 


Name  of  Company. 


Cash. 


Bills  re- 
ceivable. 


Dae  fiom 

aireats,  con- 

ductora  and 

paymasters 


1.  Abbotsford   &   Northeastern    

2.  Ahnapoe   &    Wt'stcrn    

3.  BlfT  Falls  Railway  Co 

4.  Chicago,    Milwaulioe  &   St.    I'nul    

5.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  

a.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

7.  Chicago,   Burlington  &  Quincy    

8.  Clilcago,   Lake  Shore  &  Btostern  

9.  Illinois    Central    

10.  Chicago,   Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake  

11.  Drummond   &   Southwestern    

12.  Duiuth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

13.  Dnlnth,   Superior  &  Western  Terminal. 

14.  Great    Northern    

15.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

10.  Hawtliorne,   Nebagamon  &  Superior   

17.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern    

18.  lola  &  Northern   

19.  Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western   

20.  John  R.  Davis  Lumber  Co.,  Logging  Ry. 

21.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Ry. 

22.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western   

23.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     &     Sault     Ste. 

Marie    

24.  Northern   Pacific    

2-f.  Northwestern   Coal  Ry.   Co 

26.  Oshkosh    Tfansportation    Co.,    operated 

by   C.   &  N.    W 

27.  Stanley,    Merrill  &  Phillips   

28.  Winona   Bridge   Ry.   Co 

29.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

30.  Wisconsin    Central    

.'^.  Wisconsin  Western    

3^.  Mineral    Point   &    Northern    

33.  Rnstern  Railway  Co.   of  Minnesota   


Total 


$2,198  m 
2,124  SO 


5,276,»fi  11 
16,835,918  59 

1,045,743  03 

14,4iSJ,240  45 

70,<>>1  12 

1,501 ,5(23  80 


$>8a,lS4  06 


S>,7S0  83 


43,007  29 

3.5(59  2> 

13,811,405  39 

44,757  43 


2,217  73 

1,403  18 

15,220  m 


11.901  05 
5,&iS  99 

3,176,500  3fi 

21,978,<V46  07 

SffT  60 

4.2nO  50 

4,448  30 

20,410  49 


2,045,692  56 
2,640  51 


$89,420,609  10 


3,576,506  44 


7,974  90 
4?,  427  64 


199,000  00 


217,057  20 


^,»7,002  33 


$144  12 
4DO0 


1,383,438  91 

2,510,;»ti  05 

206,615  24 

3,38?  50 

37,8?7  58 

1 ,658,740  40 


90,145  19 


2,28«,984  TO 

6,994  40 


1,153  96 
1,(M6  69 


20:)  00 

1,693  84 

495,608  98 
661,876  73 


1,801  05 


£0.^77  40 
382,5>5  40 


54^  8> 


$9,637,312  Oi 
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AND   LIABILITIES,  1906. 

Reported   to   the  Railroad   Commission   for   the   Year   Ending  June  90,   1906. 
Line. 


available  for  Payment  of  Liabilities. 


: Net  traffic 

balnnce  due 

from  other 

compauies. 


Due  from 
solvent  com- 
panies and 
iodivid- 
uais. 


O  her cash 
assets  (ez- 
clndioR  ma- 
terial and 
finpplioM.) 


Balance 
Cur  rental 
bilitiei. 


To'al 
assets. 


Matnr  ial 

and 

supplies 

on 

hand. 


No. 


$194, 900  50 
2^^516  88 


21,ffri  24 


$2,552 

43T 

1,755 

9,7S5,1W 

167,061 

74,7T>5 

3,407,445 

3,20J,006 


65 
30 
06 

aa 

47 
80 
S3 
(57 
SO 


6,610 

247,943 

356,080 

••J, 566,230 

12,717 


00 
39 
85 

e>4 

55 


31.443  011 


$028,512  63 
432,451  68. 


33,372  18 


1.983,500  24 


803,633  74 


151  S5 


181,497  47 

120,134  27 

.^,043  20 


2,221  58 
3,957  06 


lOOCC 


$801,866  13 


3,190 

en 

8,290 


01 

80 
72 


128 
2,161 

373,715 
3,943,682 


00 
13 

56 
44 


11,361  02 

2W.5IS  2-1 

S6,l.'»  50 

1,816  96 

Zi  17 


$28,060,015  20 


86,228  41 


6,006  24 
40,309  27 


5,858  36 


»  ■  •  •  t  I 


5,601,023  45 


651.415  06 
11,604  07 


223  26 


18,300,630  18 


1.600,302  96 

35,721  40 

1(»1,408«? 

4, 23-2,581  75 


04,422  52 


13,340  63 


421.530  94 


■  ■  •  •  ■  •  «  • 


30,110  48 
"833.'8i9'2i 


34,742  96 
242,824  fK) 


$9,TO5,758  38 


$4,800 

34,045 

1,755 

17,288,504 

20,281,913 

3,310,683 

18,905,647 

2,672,077 

8,987.906 

35,721 

16^,013 

4,68:^,707 

350,509 

23,217,176 

172,369 

64,422 

5,407 

9,623 

78,i?r4 


75 
11 
66 
60 
83 
40 
55 
37 
53 
46 
62 
0> 
10 
17 
09 
52 
74 
18 
S> 


18,08r 

431, a;4 


41 
90 


4,2:ffi,:«o  27 

32,247,790  GO 

32,550  70 

4,290  50 
36,362  83 
22,fi32  07 
1,530,830  34 
2.848,341  19 
8fi,130  m 
39,f]75  !>] 


142.107,883  40 


$900  00 


4,943,872  3^ 
3.747.246  75 

943. i»l  70 
4,984.451  36 

118,919  31 
2,932,6'/J  7.i 


496  12 
356,8C4  86 


3,830,5':9  15 
1,000  oo 


772  6- 

*     *i2[20O26 

1,309,306  90 
3,465,330  80 


6,407  2i 


47.709  17 
688,157  77 


344  74 


827,347,194  15 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 

8 
Q 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
16 
10 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

25* 
24 
26 

26 

27 
28 
23 
30 
.31 
3^? 
3S 
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KePORT   of   the  RAIIiROAD    COMMISSION. 


CUBBBNT  ASSSrrS  AND 


?^«" 


::  3 


Name  of  Company. 


:  .n 


CurroDt  Liabilitiei'Acoraed  to 


Loans  and 

bills 
payable. 


Aadited 
voachers 

and 
accouota. 


Wages 

and 
salaries. 


Net  traffic 
balance  due 

other 
companies. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

6. 
G. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 

13. 

14. 
1'). 

ir,. 
17. 

IvS. 

VJ. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

2ii. 
24. 


Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

Ahnapoe  &  Western   , 

Big  Falls  Railway  Co , 

Chlcagro,    Milwaukee   &    St, 

Paul    

Chicago  &   Northwestern    . 
Chicago,  St.  Puul,  Minneap 

Omaha    

Burlington        & 


Lake      Shore     & 


•> 


>. 


2^1. 
27. 
2N. 


oils    & 
Chicago, 

Quincy 
Chicago, 

Eastern    

Illinois   Central    

Chi.,  Harvard  &  G.   Lake 
I>rummond  &   Southwestern 
Duluth,   South   Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

Duluth,  Superior  &  Western 

Termlnnl  ('o 

Great     Northern     

Green   Bay  &   Western 
Hawthorne,     Nebngamon    & 

Sii  perlor  

HazelhurHt  &   Southeastern. 

lola  &  Northern   ,. 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 

Western 
Lake    Superior   Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.   Co 
Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western 
Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sank   Ste.    Marie   

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern   (\ial   Ry.   Co. 
Oshkosh  Trnnsporlatlon  Co. 

operated  by  C.  &  X.  W.. 
Stanley.  Mj'rrlll  &  Phillips 
Winona  Brl(l:,'e  Ry.  (^>.... 
Wisconsin  &   Michigan    ... 

Wisconsin    Central    

Wisconsin    Western    

MiniM*al    I'olnt  &   .N'urlhern 
Kastern  Ry.   of  Minnesota 


Total      $14,2^,738  46 


$88,349  10 


$89  00 


6,850,000  00 


1,.?90,500  00 
29,610  47 

168,013  e-z 

3,923.9(17  76 


28,792  80 


416,258  93 


27,aa  14 


195,516  24 
l,lf«,O')0  00 


29,7-)S  :» 


2,567,968  00 
1,418,710  81 

674,353  06 

3,TW,19e  €2 

209,889  90 

3,533,461  46 

4,02102 


614,1(0  58 

36,109  38 

2,75e,845  07 

16,838  49 


10  30 

389  51 

5,978  04 

986  87 

1,101,533  48 

4.353,448  01 

1,640  84 


l,3fi2  41 

96,679  30 

471,370  91 


6,56^63 
453,100  60 


121,026,889  57 


18  50 
2,810  16 


2,437,507  81 
2,850,944  38 

469,854  39 

9,445.607  29 

115,463  19 
2,108,041  99 


162.488  04 

65  96 

1,907,808  71 

17,224  50 


235  26 

5,113  07 

040 

1,908  87 

479,783  41 
2,165,332  32 


6,312  97 


21,194  86 
286,332  48 


3,596  21 
1,8>4  37 


$14,964,479  32 


f7  01 
2.885  79 


619.441  94 
130.935  10 


868,608  31 
640,131  28 


84,274  09 

'auioii'eo 


783  86 


8.796  65 


8,018  72 


53,923  06 
68  33 


$1,876,980  06 
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LIABILITIES,  1906— Continued. 


and  including  June  90,  1906. 


DiTldends 

not  called 

for. 


Matured 
Interest 

^°"P?°f:  "°"  Rertala  due 


paid  (ii  - 

eluding 

coupons 

due  July  1). 


July  1, 


Miscel- 
laneous. 


Balance 

cash 
assets . 


Total 


No 


$4,794,641 


$42,451  50 
2,455  75 

1.046.346  50 

4,249  00 


26,281  80 


913  50 


5.9-tO  DC 


$2,729,885  00 
295,160  52 

78,008  75 

2.411,460  00 


1,135.590  00 


10.000  00 


750  00 


$6,000  00 
13.346  31 


704,122  48 
200.000  00 


1,269.289  18 


•$3,106,403  50 

897,819  30 

124,791  07 
737,893  78 


2,089  97 


58.201  10 

64.422  52 
5.407  74 


9.427  501   930,245  00(, 
2.714.519  001  1,147.014  251, 


I 


6.525  00! 
507.325  001 
528.605  00 


•\ 


4.900  001, 


43,329  44 

3.410  06 
3,129  58 

205.026  98 
7,941.762  98 


$4,890  76 
34.045  11 


1 
2 


1,755  06 

2.620,697  29 
12,432,790  931 


10,193.347  67' 
646,669  71 


1,755  061  3 

j 

17.368,504  601  4 

20.231,913  831  5 

3.310.663  40]  6 

18.905.647  55  7 

2.672.677  3/|  8 

8,937.996  53  9 

35.721  46!  10 

168,013  62  11 

4.633,767  62|  12 


313.333  92< 

17,062.287  2l( 
80,085  00 


359.599  10 

23,217.176  17 

172.369  09 


13 
14 
15 


7,648  77 


r"?! 


2,752  92 


64,422  521  16 
5.407  74|  17 
8.628  is;  18 

1 
78.374  82!  19 


18.087  41 


20 


I 


1,512.342  90 
13,925.713  14^ 
30,909  86 

4,299  50 


2,543  30 


14.754  66 
751.114  S5 
306.365  52 

86.139  59 


$3,852,584  551  $9,785,468  521  $2,192,757  97T  $13,196,231  31    $59,997,803  04 

\ I \ \ 


431.024  901  21 

f 

4.238. .%9  271  22 

32.247,790  601  23 

32,550  70!  24 


4,299  m]  25 

.%,362  83 

22.632  07 

1.530.830  34 

2,848.341  19 

86.139  59 

39.975  51 

459.914  97 


26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 


142,107,883  40' 


T 


♦  Includes  $3,077,243.50  dividends,  declared  payable  July  2,  1906. 
34— R.  R. 
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PERMANENT 

Permanent  hnpruvcnient  of  roa  Is  doing  business  lu  Wisconsin  as  reported  to 


1. 

»> 

5! 

4. 
5. 

c. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
IL'. 
13. 
14. 
1.". 
1«. 
17. 
IS. 
19. 
2<). 
21. 
22. 

i5*. 

24. 

•••I  • 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 


Name  of  Company, 


Expenditures  Daring  Year  for 
Construction. 


Include  1  in 
oLX>ratiuff 
expenses. 


Not  included 

in  operating 

expenses. 


Total  con- 
struction. 


Ahnapoo  &  Wostern  

Chicjipo,  Mllwjiiikoo  &  St.  Paul 

ClilcuKo    &    Northwosteru 

Chioajro.  St.  Paul,  M  nu.  &  Omaha. 

Clilcago,   Burlington   &  Quincy 

i  ulca^o.  Lnke  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa  Ulver  &  Northern 

Chlcatoo.  Harvard  &  Geneva  I^ke... 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drnnnuond  &   Southwestern 

Duluth.   South   f^ioro  &   Atlanfc... 
Duluth,  Superior  &  West.  Tormlnal 

(ireat  Northern   

(Jreen   Hay  &   Western 

Hawthorne,  Nehn^famon  &  Superior. 
Kewaunee.  (irecMi  Hay  &  Western... 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 


$18,736  05 
619.960  38 
237,179  70 


$1,492,161  67 
5,602,966  80 


Co. 


8,561  20 


9,000  00 
5,656  32 
6,000  OO 


Minneapolis.   St.   P.  &  Sault  Ste.   Marie 

Northern    Paeltte    

Northwestern  Coal   

KobbluH  Hallway  Co 

Stanley.    Merrill    &    Ph'lllpa 

Wlsconshi   &   Miehirran 

Wlsioii.fln  Central. ." 

Eastern  liy.  Co.  of  Minnesota 

Hilislioro  &  Northeastern 

Rho<l(lls  lyumber  &  Veneer  Co 

Superior  &  Southeastern 


2,653  43 

12.000  00 


4,106  42 


127,626  32 

780,063  42 

9,061  25 

6,694  93 

4.860  02 


33,543  22 


1,078  61 


32.899  97 
1,581,328  09 
1,668,521  43 


Totals  (29  roads  reporting.) 


145,821  57 
422,548  96 

ioo  66 

'n',377'88 


$18,736  05 

2,112,121  96 

5,840,136  50 

1.824,719  60 

6,233,493  94 

127,626  32 

780,063  42 

9.061  25 

6,694  93 

4,860  02 


42,094  42 

20.249  25 

1,087,610  70 

9,000  00 

6,734  93 

6.000  00 

32,899  97 

1,581.328  09 

1,668,521  43 

2,653  43 

12,000  00 

145,821  67 

•10,034  41 

422.548  96 

2S9.599  97 

4,206  42 


11,377  88 


$22,290,126  59 


•  Cr. 


t  Tuta's  omitted  on  account  of  the  incompleteness  of  reports, 
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IMPROVEMENTS.  1905. 

the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  190G— Whole  Line. 


Ezpcnditnre?  During  Year  for 
Eqaipmeut. 


Includod  in 
opera  tinj? 
expen^eij. 


$7,300  00[ 


Not  included 

111  op^rHtinfr 

expen>es. 


Total  equip- 
meuT. 


GruDd  total 
(OtiHtruc- 
l  ion  and 

etiuipmoLt. 


Credits — 
Property 

nnd 

material 

sold. 


Differences! 
or  not  ad- 
dition lo 
propert.. 


o 


742,139  36 


15.729  69 


$864,221  41 
23.6S3  57 


18.4S3  49 
3,962,700  SO 


$7,300  00 
864.221  41 

765.  S22  o:r 

170,729  69^^ 
390,019  15 
18,483  49 
3,962,700  80 


2.133  39 


63  30 


152  67 


3.454  30 
1.. 504. 493  56 


2,132  39 


63  30 
15,674  03 


30,361  72 


15,SS2  36 

59.700  00 

3.554  30 

1,5M.49:{  5() 

•7,07g  22 


450  00: 
'68,'784'43 


500  00'. 
I 


727  19| 


450  00 
74.3a5  87 
68.784  43 

7,076  22 

« 

500  00 
727  19 


$26,036  05 
2,976,343  36 
6.605,9.59  43' 
1.995,449  291 
6.623.513  09 
146.109  81 
4,742,764  22 
9.061  25 
8,827  32 
4,860  02 
63  30 
57,768  451 
20.249  25^ 
1,117,972  42 j 
9,000  00! 
22.617  29| 
65,7(X)  VX) 
36.;J54  27 
3,085. S21  65 

2,653  43' 

12,000  00' 

146,271  571 

64.331  461 

491,333  39' 

282.523  75 

4.206  42 

ISO)  00 

12.105  071 


$14,206  70 
2',649!543"i5 


2,250  ;)t. 


8,758  07 


■  •••■•• 


128,495  28 


$10,698,269  721  $32,9S8,2S6  31 1  .$2, 20;], 247  20 
I  I  I 


$26,036 

2,976,343 

6.600.959 

1,981.242 

6.623,513 

•1,903,433 

4,742,764 

9.061 

8,827 

4,860 


■VJ 


55,518 

20,24;) 

1,117.972 

9.000 

22.617 

65,700 

27.596 

3.0S5.S21 

282.523 

2,653 

12,000 

146,271 

64.331 

362.8,38 

2S2.fr21 

4,206 

500 

12,105 


30i  11 
451  12 
25i  13 
42!  14 


00 
29 

no 

20 
65 
75 
43 
00 
57 
46 
11 
75 
42 
00 
07 


15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 
«w 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 


$29,906,577  03!.., 
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PERMAKENT 
Permanent  Improvements  of  Roads  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported  to 


/     


Name  of  Company, 


Expenditures  Dnriuflr  tlie  Year  for 
Construction. 


lucluded 

in 
operatiiitr 
expense!). 


1. 

o 

3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 

IX 
20. 

21. 
2?. 
23. 
?4. 

?r>. 

?«. 
27. 

?S. 

or> 


Bayfield  Transfer  

Chlccffo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Pan' 

(^hIcn>ro   &    Xorth western 

rhlcapo,     St.     I*aul,     Minneapolis     & 

Omaha    

riiicaRO,   Burlinpton   &    Quincy 

Chlcajro.  I^alce  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drumuiond  &  Southwestern 

IMiluth,    South   Shore  &  Atlantic 

D ninth.  Superior  &  Western  Terminal 

Falr.'hild  &  Northeastern 

(Treat  Nortiem    .* 

Creen  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,   Nebapamon   &  Superior.. 

Haze^hurst   &    Southeastern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake    Superior   Terminal    &   Transfer 

Ry 

Marinf-tte.  Tomahawk  &  Western 

Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    &    Sault    Ste. 

Marie    

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern   Coal    

Stanley,  Merrill   &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin    Centra'    

T.R  rrospc  &  S.   E 

Superior  &  S.  E 

Mineral    Po'nt   &  Northern 

Hillsboro   &   Northeastern 


$108,901  11 


Not  in- 
cluded in 
oporatinar 
expenses. 


$205  48 


Total  con- 
structiou. 


1,237  50 


31.000  00 
3,356  78 


12,000  00 


256,922  80 

"38i663"59 

352!i65'oi 


$203  48 
5.123.975  83 
9,826,719  00 

587,186  08 
6.428.715  92 

255,922  80 

1,071,927  21 

38.063  59 


Total   (29  roads  reporting), 


5.294  34 


3,442  79 


353.402  54 

369,252  63 

17,816  98 

2,774.603  62 

31.000  00 

3.356  78 


19.151  56 

34,545  85 
136  96' 

186,919  491 
2,097,743  261 


10,584  051 
'372!i90"7ii 


13,644  20! 


31,151  56 

34.545  8r> 
136  96 

186.919  4<J 

2,097.743  26 

5,2JM  34 

10.584  05 

451,111  43 

372.190  71 

199.860  68 

2.119  26 

13.644  "^ 

3,442  79 


!    $3,290.893  04 


•Cr. 

t  Totals  omitted  on  account  of  the  Incompleteness  of  reports. 
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improvements,  1906. 

tho  Railroad  Commission  for  Year  ending  June  30,   1906.    Whole   Ldne. 


Expend i tares  During  the  Year  for 
Equipment. 


Included 

in 
operating 
ezpeoses. 


Not  in- 
cluded in 
o(>eratii)g 
expeuses. 


Total  equip- 
raeLt. 


$4,719  10 

$4,719  10 

3.098.677  49 
3,370,311  29 

600,951  60 

3,386,050  10 

82.067  40 

1,734,681  61 

9,077  87 

4.322  2rj 

293,476  63 

1,570.157  43 

1,800,153  86 

82,067  40 

9.077  87 
4,322  25 

•5.777  70 

26.700  00 

26.700  00 

16,580  35 

529  40 

16.580  35 

1 



1 

1.881.790  86 
516,309  76 

1,881,790  86 
516,309  76 

- 

6.743  70 

6,743  7D 

131.232  44 

61.230  27 

11.834  60 

9,953  30 

2,493  53 

61.230  27 

2,493  53 

Grand 
total 
construc- 
tion Hud 
e(iuipm(*ut- 


Credits- 
property 
atid  mate- 
lib  1  sold, 
and 
deductions. 


$4,924  58 

8.222,653  32 

13,197,090  29 


1,188, 

9,814, 

337. 

2,806, 

47, 

4. 

646 

369T 

12, 

2,774. 

57. 

19, 

31. 
34. 


46 
25 


137  68 
766  02 
990  20 
608  82 
141 
322 
879  07 
252  63 
039  2X 
603  62 
7\)0  00 
937  13 
529  40 
151  5() 
545  85 
136  90| 


2,068.710  35 

2,614.0r>3  02 

5.2iM  34 

17.327  75 

582,343  87 

433.420  !« 

211.696  2S 

12.072  56 

16.137  731 

3,442  791 


$4  05 
'6;284;337'35 

7,696  46 


25  OO 


1,043  OOJ 

i,*8i4'.736'36 
80  47 

•  •••■••••■••a 

162.461  51 


Difference 

or  net 
addition 

to 
property. 


$4,920  53 
8,222,653  32 
6,912,692  94 


1.180,441 

9.814.766 

337,990 

2,806.608 

47.141 

4,322 

646. S54 

369.252 

12.039 

2,774. 6a3 

57,700 

19.937 

529 

31,151 

34,545 

Cr.906 

2.068,710 

799.322 

5.294 

17,247 

582.343 

270,959 

211.695 

12,072 

16,137 

3.442 


02 
Li) 

82 

4«; 

or 
— ), 

U7 

63 

28 
62 
(K) 
13 
40 
56 
85 
04 

'SS> 
66 
'M 

28 
87 
47 

28 

sr. 

73 

79 


I 


$15,293,955  75|  $45,534,849  79|    $8,270,379  20'  $37,261,470  59 

I I I I 


o 

25 


1 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 
•>^ 

23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
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COST  OF  ROAD  AND  EQUIPMENT  OF  ROADS  DOING  BUSINESS  JN  WIS 

YEARS   ENDING  JUNE  30,  1904. 


Name  of  Company . 


Cost  of  Road  to  June  SO,  1904. 


Coiistruc- 
tiou. 


E(]Qip- 
mant. 


Total. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 
G. 
7. 

S. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 

ir,. 
!«;. 

17. 
IS. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
2^2. 
23. 
24. 
25. 

26. 
27. 
2S. 

29. 

30. 
31. 

32. 

.^3. 

34. 

3.5. 
3fi. 
37. 
3S. 
39. 
40. 
41. 


& 


1227.600  00 
486,7S4  08 


3,407,764  66 


^.GIO.KW  81 


15,650  00 

81.763  SS 

147,103  19 

42.7!>7.130  10 

2,370,847  44 

71.033  02 

218.241  56 


Abbotsf ord    &   Northeastern 

AhDapee   &  Western 

Big   Falls   Railway    Co 

BayfleM   Transfer    

Chlcapo.  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul...'. 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

Chlcagio.     St.     Paul,     MlDneapo!ls 

Omaha   

Ohlc.'ipa.  Burllnjrton  &  Qulncy 

(^hlcajjo.    Lake  Shore  &    Enste/n 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior   

TllInolH    Central    

Chippewa   River  &  Northern 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northora   

T>rnini)ioncl   &   SouthweKtern   

Uiili'tli.   SiMith  Shore  &  Atlanlle 

iHilnth.  Superior  &  Wo.^rtern  Terminal 

Dunbar  &  Wnn^-aukee 

rnlr<'hll(l   &    .N'oilheastern    

Great    Northern    

(Jreen   lUxy  &  Western    

Ilawthorne.  Ne]ia;:;imon  &  Superior  .. 

Ilnze  hurst   &  Southeastern 

lola    &    Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake   Superior  Terminal   &  Transfer 

By   

Mattoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western 1 

M'niioMpolIs,    St.    Paul    &    Sault    Ste 

Marie    ._ 

Northern  Pacific  ." , 

North  western    ConI    

Oshkosh  Transportation  Co.,  operated! 

by   r.    &   N.    W 

Stanley.    Merrill    &   Ph'llips    

Wfnona    Brldpe    By.    Co 

Wlscoiis-in   &   Michigan   .1      3,204.206  29 

Whitcomb    &    Morris    I  7,559  40 

Wisconsin    Central     |    49,030.278  20 

Ar'ncrn'  Point  &  Northern  j 

Eastern  By.  Co.  of  Minnesota  22,375,217  98 

La    Crosse    &    Southeastern    | 

BoiUHs  liumbcr  &  Veneer  Co I 

Superior  &  Southeastern  I 


14.000  00 
29,227  91 


8.769  71 


223.417.084  42 


3.715.569  62 


10,177,487  no 
91.974  87 
86,314  16 
65,000  00 


2.350  00 

3,978  00 

52.244  \n 

2,673.640  65 

21,426  30 

9.100  00 

30.526  24 

14.259.002  87 


^232,000  30 

616,011  99 

6,500  00 

3,416.634  37 


259,980  12 


22,320  75 
6,332  06 


478,146  211 

48.650.479  03! 
290.359.604  81 
2l5,9f>3  31 


64,073  46 

29'.i37'79 

7.496.944  55 

28,778.580  71 

17.060  68 


319,751  95 


114.254  23 


Total    

No.  of  railroads  reporting. 


265.315  70 

3,275  00 

4,112,735  78 


69,673. 

321,317, 

6,326, 

68, 

102.835. 

18, 

85. 

199. 

45.470, 

2.392, 

80, 

248. 


399  89 
010  4S 
373  43 
483  77 
696  52 
000  00 
741  88 
347  SO 
770  75 
273  74 
133  02 
767  80 


4.687,391  92 
8".892'66 


10.177,487  50 

91,974  87 

108.634  91 

71,332  06 

1,076,025  00 

314.063  68 

49.200  00 

607.281  00 

56.147.423  5S 

319,137.185  62 

233,015  99 

70,000  00 

434,006  18 

789.304  66 

3,629.521  05 

10.834  40 

63.143.013  98 


27,062,609  90 
8,892*66 


•Credits. 

tTotals  omitted  on  account  of  the  Incompleteness  of  reports. 

^Written  of  cost  of  road  and  equipment,  14,735,000  00. 
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CONSIN    AS    REPORTED    TO    THE    RAILROAD    COMMISSION    FOR    THE 
AND  1905.    WHOLE   LINE. 


Net  Additions  Daring  the  Year 


Construe- 
tion. 


Equip- 
ment. 


Total, 


Cost  of  Road  to  Jur;e  30, 1905. 


Construc- 
tion. 


Equip- 
ment. 


Total. 


So. 


$18,736  05 


1,492,161  67 
5,840,136  50 

1,810,512  90 

6,233.493  94 

38.195  79 


$7,300  00 


780,063  42 


4.860  02 


40.294  42 
20,249  25 


•1,499  78 


864.221  41 
765,822  93 

170,729  69 

390.019  15 

♦2,044,933  49 


3,962,700  80 


63  30 
15,224  03 


497,102  36 


59,700  00 


32,811  19    •5,214  99 


$2b.036  06 


356.383  08 
t6, 605,959  43 

1.981,242  59 

6,623.513  09 

•2,006,737  70 


4.742,764  22 


4,860  02 

63  30 

15.518  45 

20.249  25 


497,102  36 


$227,600  00 
505,520  13 


3,407,764  66 


2.648.999  60 


86.623  90 

147.103  19 

42.837.424  52 

2,391,096  691 

71,033  02 

218.241  56 


$4.400  00 
86,527  91 


8,769  71 


1,670,636  13 


•1..499  78( 


59,700  00 


27,596  20 


10,O97.aT7  50 
90,475  09 
86.314  16 
65,000  00 


3,978  00 

52.307  91 

2,688,864  68 

21,426  30 

9,100  00 

30.526  24 

14,756,105  23 


259,980  12 


510,957  40 


22,320  75 
6,332  06 


54,073  46 


23,922  80 


$232,000  00 

542.048  04 

5,500  00 

3,416,534  37 

242,431,436  52 

225.287.993  85 

61.554.642  48 

327.940,523  57 

4,319,635  73 

58,483  77 

107,578,360  74 

18,000  00 

90,601  90 

199,411  10 

45,526,289  20 

2,412.522  99 

80.133  02 

•248,767  80 


10,097.337 

90.475 

108,634 

71.332 

1,135.725 

314,053 

49,200 

534,880 


50 
09 
91 
06 
00 
58 
00 
20 


l,n81.?;28  091  1.. 504. 493  561  3.085.82165150,231.807  12  9,001,438  11 1   59.233.245 


1 
2 
3 
4 
6 
6 

T 
V 
9 
10 
H 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 


790, 0&5  35 
3.847  96 


145.821  57 


•10.034  41 

230  00 

•121.159  19 


289.609  97 


2,7i9,369  32|  3,539.434  67 

3,847  % 


1 


450  00 
'74',365'87 


•7.076  22 
'""566*66 


146,271  57 


64.331  46 

230  00 

•121,159  19 


282,523  75 
56606 


291 ,  ]  48 .  67\)  16  31 ,  .527 ,  950  03 1  322 ,  676 ,  620 
219,813  271    17,050  0S|     236,863 


465,573  52 


114,704  23 


23 1  28 

191  29 

95|  30 

I 


3,254.170  88    339,681  63 
7,789  40     3,275  00] 
48,909,119  01  4,112,735  78; 


22.664,817  95]  4,680,315  70 

525,113  741  27,173  62 

I  9,392u0 

44,644  12!  2,061  571 


$18,989,714  71]  $9,004,837  721  $27. 994. 552  43| 
24  I  24  24 


70,000  00  31 

580.277  75  32 

789,304  »>  33 

3,593.852  51  34 

11.064  41  35 

53,021.854  79  36 

945,781  29  37 

27.345,133  65  38 

552,287  36  39 

9.392  00  40 

46,705  69  41 


11,503,456,906 
I     40 


90 
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COST  OF  road 
Of  Railroada  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported  to  the  Railroad 


Name  of  Company. 


Net  Additions  Daring  the  Year. 


Construc- 
tion. 


Equipment. 


Total. 


Total. 


Construc- 
tion. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

^. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 
11. 

12. 
13. 

14. 

15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 

20. 
21. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

38. 

39. 
40. 


$5,123,975  S3 
826,719  00 

679,489  62 

6,428,715  92 

62,128  92 
i*,07i',927'2i 

38.063  59 


353,377  54 
369,352  63 


17,816  98 
•         I 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St. 

Paul    ..., 

Chicago   &   Northwestern...!    9,826,719  00 
Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minne 

apolls  &   Omaha 

Chicago,        Burlington        & 

Quincy     

Chicago      Lake      Shore      & 

Eastern    

Chicagto  &  Lake  Superior 

Illinois   Central    

Chippewa    Valley    &   North- 
ern     

Drumnioud  &  Southwestern 
Duluth,      South      Shore      & 

Atlantic     

Duluth  Superior  &  Western 

Terminal  Co 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Falr<'l)ild    &    Northeastern.. 

(Jreat  Northern    

Green   Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior  

Ilazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

lola  &   Northern 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 

Western  

I^Ake    Superior   Terminal    & 

Transfer    

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western     

Mlnnen  polls,      St.      Paul     & 

Sault    Ste.    Marie 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 
Oshkosh  Transportation  Co. 

Uobb'ns    Raiwav    Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Winona    Bridge  Ry.   Co 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin    Central    

Wis'.'onsin    Western    

Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 
Eastern    Ry.   Co.    of  Minne- 
sota   

I^a  (*ros8e  &  Southeastern. 
Uoddls  Lum.  &  Veneer  Co.. 
Superior  &  Southeastern, 


$3,098,677  49 


$8,222,653  32 


3,370,311  291813,197,030  29 


600.951  60 

3,386,060  10 

4,806  98 

9.077  87 
4.322  25 

293,476  53 


2.802  09 


34,545  85 

136  96 

186.919  49 
283.012  90 


10,503  58 
"45i',iii*43 
1162.46151 


251,547  25 

199,860  6S 

3,739  11 


I- 


15,777  70 

26,700  00| 

t8.985  40 
529  40 


1,180,441  22 

9,814,766  02 

66,934  90 

'2i866.'666'S2 

47.141  46 
4,322  25 

646,854  07 

369,252  63 

"*'i2*,039*28 


$227.600  00 
506.520  13 


2,711.128  52 
68,483  77 


124,687  49 
147403  19 

43,190,802  06 

2.760.349  32 

40.000  00 

236.058  54 


tl*043  00 

1.881,790  86 
516,309  76 


6,743  70 
i3i!232"44 


26,700  00 1 . 


tll,787  49 
529  40 


34,546  85 

1906  04 

2,068,710  35 
799,322  66 


87.673  00 
80.912  63 
65,000  00 


85.170  01 
11.834  60 


1125.171,936  92  $15,146,859  39 


17,247  28 

"582,'343'87 

'ii62'.46i*5i 

"ie.'isi'is 


366,717  26 

211.695  28 

3,739  11 


$40,318,846  31 


294,525  97 

611,094  36 

50,418,726  61 

291,431,683  06 

219,813  27 

70,000  00 

26,118  31 

476.077  10 

789.304  66 

3.705.282  31 

8,039  40 

48.746,657  56 


22,916.365  20 
724,974  42 


48.046  08 


Reports  too 


•  Not  given. 

t  Including  equipment. 

X  Credit. 

I  Includes  $6,284,337.35  Credits. 
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AND  EQUIPMENT 

Commission  for  the  Year  Ending  June  30,  1906,  for  Wbole  Line. 


Cost  to  Jnne  90,  1906. 


Equipment. 


Total. 


f4,40O  CO" 

36,527  91 

4,600  00 


1,675,442  11 


13,055  87 
56,630  16 

2,982,341  21 

21,426  30 

7.700  00 

24,74K  54 

18.179,364  19 


51,211  29 

22,S50  15 

6,332  06 


54.073  4(5 

22,879  8(1 

10,883.228  97i 

32,044.269  79; 

17.050  68| 


■  I 


19,881  69| 
121,447  931 

I 

470,914  07! 

3,275  00| 

4,112,735  78; 


4.765.485  71 I 
39,008  2f 


12,014  87 


$232,000  00 

642.048  04 

4,500  00 

250.654.089  84 
232,200,686  79 

■  61,235.083  70 

337,755.289  59 

4,386.570  63 

58.483  77 

107.578,360  74 

137,743  36 
303,733  35 

46.173,143  27 

2,781.775  62 

47,700  00 

260,807  08 

18.179.564  19 

10.094,037  50 

138.884  29 

103,762  78 

71,332  06 

1,130,725  00 

348,599  43 

533,974  16 

61.301,355  58 

323,475.942  95 

236,863  95 

70.000  00 

45,000  00 

597,525  03 

789,304  66 

4.176.196  38 

11.314  40 

52,859.393  28 

521.400  00 

961,919  02 

27.681,850  91 

13.121  11 

763,982  64 

60,059  90 


Cost  of  Road  per  Mile  June  30, 1906. 


CoDstruc- 
tion . 


Equipment. 


$15,013  19 
14,853  75 


13,410  81 


10,620|74 
17,983  28 

74,077  35 

445,217  63 
2.962  96 

6.212  02 

• 


2,617  10 
7,355  69 


16,820  44 
11,676  82 
32.619  9' 
27,476  66 


837  27 

10,588  34 

789,304  66 

48,302  47 


49.614  41 


Incomplete. |$1,548, 418,724  76| Reports   too 


$290  23 

1,074  35 

214  2S 


8.287  70 


1,112  00 
6.923  00 

6,115  07 

3,455  85 
570  37 
651  29 


1,528  69 
2,077  29 


3,088  15 
522  73 

5.098  IS 

« 

2,131  33 


662  73 
2,232  82 


3,819  56 
*4,*i8s'95 


incomplete. 


Total. 


Mileage 

upon  wbicii 

based . 


$15,303  42 

15.928  10 
214  28 

85,657  51 
31,569  12 

37,614  15 

39.858  16 

21,698  51 
19,494  59 
51,316  25 

11,732  74 
24.906  28 

79,192  42" 

448,673  48 
3.533  33 
6,863  31 

44.862  38 

4.145  79 

9,432  98 

15.177  04 

30.810  00 

19.908  59 

12,199  55 

37.718  15 

• 

29,607  99 
15,384  61 

1.500  00 

12.821  16 

766,315  20 

52,122  oa 

1,339  90 
53.800  36 
10,033  00 
36.436  33 

56,202  51 
1,312  11 

16,684  61 
3.784  44 


•31,389  43 


No. 


15  16 
34  00 
2100 

7,029  49 
7,355  31 

1,627  98 

8.473  93 

202  16 

3  00; 

4,423  871 

I 


1 
2 
3 

4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 


11  74 I  11 

8  18|  12 

I 

bSS  O&i  13 


6  20' 

18  5W 

33  00 

5.183  111 

225  001 

1 
33  50| 

11  (X); 

4  70| 


14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

19 
20 

21 


36  70;  22 

17  51!  23 

t 

43  77!  24 


1.625  26| 


8  OOj 

4  551 

30  001 

56  30| 

1  05| 


25 
26 

27 
28 
29 
30 
31 


81  2t>;  32 

6  00|  33 

982  51 1  34 

51  97|  35 

26  401  36 


501  46| 

10  001 

45  79 1 

7  78; 


37 
39 

38 
40 


•38.827  43| 


•  Omitting  Nortliern  Pacific  Railway. 
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INCOME  ACCOUNT 
Income  Account  of  Railroads  Doing  Business  In  Wisconsin  as 


Name  of  Company. 


1. 
o 

3. 

4. 

5. 

G 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14 
15. 
16. 

17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

WW* 

24. 
25. 

2(;. 


25) 
.'«). 

3*> 
33. 
3t 

35. 
•)G. 
37. 
38. 
39. 


Alibotsforrt  &  Northeastern. 

Ahnnpee  &  Western 

BlK  Falls  Railway  Co 

Bayfled  Transfer  

rhlrago.  Mil.  &  St.  Paul*.. 

(lil'MK"  &  Norlli western  t-- 
Chlcnjfo,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.... 
Chicago,  Brrllnpton  &  Q... 
Chicago.  I>ake  S.  &  East... 
ChlesiKo  &  Lake  Superior... 

lillnolH  (Vntral  

Chippewa  River  &  Northern 
Chippewa  Val.  &  Northern. 
Drunimond  &  Southwestern 
Diiltith.  S.  H.  &  Atlnnt  c... 
FJuiuth.  Superior  &  Western' 

Tt'iminal  Co 

IVunlar  tSr  Waujmuk<»e 

Kalrolilld  &  NortheaHtern... 

fJroat   Northern    

(}reen  Buy  &  Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebaganion    & 

Si])erior  

Ilazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

Tola  A  Northern 

Kewaunee,     (Jreen     Bay     & 

Wostoni   

1^1  ke    Superior   Terminal    & 

Transfer    

Marinette.      Tomahawk      & 

Western 


Northern    Pneltle 

Northwestern    Coal    

UohhinH    Ral'wav    Co 

Stanley.   Merrill"  &  Phillips. 

Wlseonsin    &   Michigan 

WliitC()]iil)   tS:   Morrs 

Wist'oiis'ln    Central  t    

Wisconsin  Western   

Bayt1e:<l.  I^ike  Shore  &  W.. 
La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 


Gross  earn-  Lei^s  opera  t- 
inurs  from  iuft  ex- 

operation.         pen^rs. 


$28,536  17 

62.734  46 

7,325  92 

1,477  40 

15,388,999  15 

13.3X4.124  43 

5.356.221  10 

Not  Klven 

92,584  18 

3,083  91 

102,707  96 

13.495  96 

10.932  ft) 

14,7»;8  2" 

276. 0G6  06* 

I 
100. OtX)  00| 

24.710  27] 

35.7')9  791 

1,100.074  05! 

600.007  7SI 

48,197  5n| 

23.402  44 1 

7.442  541 

116,497  43 


28.  Mpolis,  St.   P.  &  S.  S.   M....I    1 


11,127  53 

51.210  25 

SX2.SS0  07 

r»65,0'tS  9.? 

15.9-.>0  S5 

19,2^3  S2 

133,045  39 

181,6S5  59 

3.OS0  01 

l5.502.Kol  54 

69.510  41 

9,798  37 

7,526  12 

11.605  88 


Income  from 
operation. 


Deficit. 


118,415  8^ 

40.964  23 

6,143  41 


8,6.58,866  42 
8,778,145  12; 
3.465.953  55 
separately 
62,196  04 
4,752  73 
160,625  73 
18.8*)  15' 
7,334  O.S| 
14.232  501 
28S,(r20  60| 


I 
110,120  29; 

a, 770  23 

1,182  51 

1,477  40 

6,730,132  73 

4,605.979  31 

1,889,267  56 

for  Wis. 

30,389  14 


14,400  41 

24.557  76 

5.50,779  75 

357,017  60 


.1 


55,330 

15.481 

5.. 595 


94 
97 
06 


62.229  27 
69.5S9  32 


46,695 

96*i,.324 

476.803 

17.047 

18.543 

82,009 

127.962 

4,175 

3,716.904 

36,4)6 

17.28:? 

10,442 

27.572 


91 
55 
34 

24 1 
551 

911 

80l 

()()I 

721 

791 

721 

72 

96 


3,598  52 
535  72i 


1,668  82 

67.857  77 

5.344  19 


11.970  54 


160,000  00| 

10.30:)  so  I 

11,242  03' 
565,894  30 
242,990  12 


7.920  47 
1.847  48' 

54,268  16f 


7.133  33 


I 


58,461  79 


4.514  34' 

920. 55<;  42| 

89.835  59|  No  further 

I  1.146  39 

060  271 

51.035  48 

53.722  79 


1,845.946  82 
33.103  62 


1,094  39 


T<'t«l    '$45,454,804  34 1 $28, 307, 067  02 

No.   of   railroads  Included I  38  38 


I 


7.485  36 

2,916  60 

15.967  08 


$190,563  83 
38 


*  Road  mlieajje  hasis  except  taxes, 
t  Proportional  ex<'ei)t  for  taxes. 
t  Actual. 
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WISCONSIN,  1906. 

Reported  to  the  R.  R.  Commission  for  the  Year  Ending  June  30, 1905.— Wisconsin. 


lotiorne  From  Other  Soarcen. 

Total 
income. 

Dafloit. 

lotereat 

on  bonds 

owned. 

DiTideods 

on  stocks 

owned . 

Miscellan- 
eous iocomo 
less  expense. 

Total  in- 
come from 
other 
sources. 

No. 

$10,120  29 

21,770  20 

1,182  51 

1,477  40 

6,787,763  00 

5  031  044  04 



1 

•  •  •  ■      ■         ■ 

2 

• 

3 

4 

$1,450  76 
fiX4  7(1 

$4,328  55 
368,771  68 

$51.850  96 
55.608  29 
71,197  72^ 

$57,630  27 

425.064  73 

71,197  72 

5 

6 

1,960,465  27 

7 

■ 

8 

30,389  14 

9 

$1,668  82 

57,857  77 

5,344  19 

10 

1 

■ 

11 

12 

'     3.698  52 

536  72 

13 

14 

1.353  34 

1,353  34 

10,617  20 

15 

160.000  00 

10.309  86 

11,242  03 

506.669  14 

242,990  12 

16 

17 

18 

2,774  84 

2,774  84 

19 

1        20 

7,133  35 

21 

7.920  47 
1,847  48 

54,268  16 

22 

23 

24 

68,161  79 

25 

4.514  34 

26 

::::;:::::::  ::::::::;;::::i 

• 

19,617  66 

27 

1. ...;..;...... 

12.895  63 

i2.895"63 

1 

""933*452*06 

2S 

r<»port. 

1  — ..--- . 

29 



1,146  3^ 

30 

660  27 
51.035  48 
53.722  79 

31 

32 

. 

• 

33 

1,094  39 

34 

2.620  64 

t38,U0  76 

40.731  40 

1,886,678  22 
33.103  62 

35 

36 

7,485  35 

2,916  60 

10,967  08 

37 

38 



29 

$4,756  16       $373,100  23       $233,791  54 
37                    37                    37 

$611,647  93 
37 

$17,858,760  16 
37 

$189,210  49 
37 

tActual. 
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INCOME  ACCOUNT 


Dedactions  from 


1. 

3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
1.^. 
14. 
15. 

Ifi. 
IT. 
IS. 
19. 
20. 

?A. 

23. 
24. 


25. 


2fi. 

:rr. 

2S. 

.".1. 

32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 

OT 


Name  of  Company. 


Interest  on 

funded  debt 

accrui  d. 


Interest 

on  interest 

bearing 

iiabiiities 

accrufd  not 

otherwi.se 
provided  for. 


Rentals 
including 

tracks, 
yardfl  and 
terminals. 


Abbotsford    &    Northeastern 

Ahnupoe    &    Western 

Big  I'alls  Railway  Co 

Bayflcld  Transfer   

Chlcajio,  Mil.  &  St,  Pan:.... 
('hl<';ij;o    &    Northwestern... 

Chi.,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O 

Chicago.  I.^  S.  &  Easterh... 
(  hicago  &  Lake  Sui)erior... 

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa  Iliver  &  Northern 

Chippewa    Valley    &    N 

Dnnunuiiul'  &  Sciuthwor^tern 
Dnluth.  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
iKihith.  Superior  &  Western 

Ti'rmlnal   Co 

I)nnliar  &  Wau.««nukee 

Fairchild  &  Nortlieastern... 

(Jreat    Nortliern    

<Jreen   Pay   &  Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Snper'or  

Ilazelhnrst  &  Southeastern. 

lola   &   Northern 

Kewaunee,  (J.  B.  &  W 

I^ike    Superior    Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.   Co 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western   

M polls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland.. 
Mpolis..  St.  P  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Nortliwestern   Coal    Ry,    Co. 

Kobbliis    Hallway    Co.* 

Stan  ey.  Morrill*  &  Phillips. 

WNfonsin   &   Michigan 

Whllconib  &  Morris 

Wiscons  n   Central   

AVIscdnsIn    Western    

Payfleld,  lake  Shore  &  W. 
I.a  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 


$6,720  00| 

30,000  m' 

.?22  00 1 

75.(i(H)  00 

1.4SS,722  641 

l,9.'i.'>,331  90| 

706,402  78' 

7.8K)  0<J| 


$8,298  46 


218  02 
2.%9  26 


86.256  95; 


Total    

No,   of   road«j  reporting. 


3.(HH)  00 
155,(;:»8  47 

20,(.:x)  00; 


$9,014  56 


l.o50  63. 


23  21 


30,000  00! 


20.400  00 
11,7«;0  00 


1 


16,0)0  00|, 

447.  ('22  11  . 

11,  (/K)  00!, 


22,952  52 


15.(10  0(V 
27,2S4  05 1 


9.9S5  57 
7,682  92 


1,007,074  96| 


1.432  73 


3.r.oo  00' 


$6,103,885  861 

36        ; 

I 


$66,113  32 
36 


$9,014  56 
36 


Taxes. 


$201  77 

2,041  97 

228  81 

45  15 

608,392  96 

525,801  00 

301,450  91 

4,094  44 


534  72 
346  L3 
313  84 
612  12 
16,v»wi  iA 


1,115  43 
38,159  97 
19,605  43 

805  93 

301  74 

83  31 

4.187  28 

433  50 

1,680  94 

228  75 

75,315  23 

949  i;5 

503  37 

4.(W8  19 

2.508  16 


231.998  76 
'     257  62 


146  04 


$1,843,124  85 
37 
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WISCON'SIN,   1905— Continued. 


Income. 

Net 
income. 

Deficit. 

Other  payments  from 
net  income. 

Total  deduc- 
tions from 
income . 

Other 
deductions. 

• 

Dividends, 

common 

stock. 

Dividends, 

preferred 

stock. 

• 

e 
2: 

$6,921  77 

32,641  97 

550  81 

$3,198  52 

• 

• 

1 

$10,871  74 

2 

$631  70 

3 

$1,213  63 

84,r»57  24 

83,079  84 

4 

2,097.115  59 

3,634,217  93 

1,196,798  25 

112,273  53 

4,690.647  41 

1,396,826  11 

763,667  02 

$1,016,996  39 
812.316  90 
609,825  09 

$849,110  69 
430,153  00 
363,887  32 

5 

1,163,852  45 

6 

186.925  30 

7 

100.379  09 

81.884  39 

1,668  82 

144,649  44 

8 

» 

86,791  67 

346  13 

1.864  47 

3,612  12 

171.213  42 

20, COO  00 

10 

•  •  •  • 

5,690  32 

11 

1,734  05 

l(i 

3,076  40 
181,830  62 

13 

14 

140.000  00 
10. :W)  86 
10,126  60 
No  further 

193,384  69 

140,000  00 

15 

16 

J 

1,115  43 
Incomplete 
49,eU5  43 

805  93 

17 

1 

report. 

18 



125,000  00 

19 

7,939  28 

20 

301  74 

83  31 

24,587  28 

12.133  50 

7.618  73 

1.764  17 

29,680  88 

21 

92 



23 

70.595  29 
20,119  12 

24 

24,633  46 
16.228  75 
522,937  34 
11,949  65 
503  37 
29.673  76 
39.494  31 



25 

""4i6',5i4'7i 

35,746  31 

isiwe'oi 

26 

108,586  35 

94,998  65 

27 

28 

156  90 
21.361  72 
14,228  48 

29 

30 

2,191  18 

31 

1.094  39 

32 

330.867  951    1.571.374  40 

315.30.3  82 

33 

1 

257  62 
1 

32,846  00 

34 

7.4.S5  .35 

2,916  60 

19,613  12 

35 

36 

1 

3,646  04 

37 

1 

1 

$1,785,257  60   $9,758,236  22 
36                     36 

$8,044,001  37 
36 

$691,357  07^    $2,812,724  73 
36                       34 

$1,738,149  56 
34 
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INCOME   ACCOUNT 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  payments  from  net 
income — Continued . 


All  other. 


Total. 


Surplus  from 

operation 

of  year  end- 

iniT  June  30, 

190D. 


Deficit 
from  oper- 
ation of 
year  ending 
June  SO,  1905. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
€. 

7. 

8. 
9. 
10, 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 
20. 
"»1 
o> 

23. 

21. 


25. 
26. 

27. 
28. 

'>Q 

GO. 


33. 
34. 


Abbotsford   &    Northeastern 

Ahnapee    &    Wes  ter n 

B:g   Falls  Railway   Co 

Bayfield    Transfer 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  P 

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 

Chicago,    St.      Paul,      Miu- 
neapolls    &    Omaha 

Chicago   &   I^ke   Superior.. 

Chippewn,  River  &  Northern 

Chippewa   Valley   &   North- 
ern      

Drummoud     &     Southwest- 
ern      

Duluth.   South   Shore  &  At 
lantic     

Duluth,  Superior  &  Western 
Terminal    Co 

Dunbar    &    Wausaukee 

Falrchlld    &    Northeafrtorn. 

(Jreen     Bay    &    Western... 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 
Superior   

liazolhurst    &    Southeastern 

Inla    &    Northern    

Kt'wuunoo,    (ireeu     Bay     & 
Western    

Ijike    Superior    Terminal    & 
Transfer    Ry.    Co 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 
West  

Minnoapois,     St.      Paul     & 
A.sliland    

Minneapolis,     St.      Paul     & 
Sault    Ste.    Marie 

Northwestern    Coal    By.    Co 

Rolibins    Railway    Co 

Stanley,    Merrill    &    Phillips 

Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

Whit  comb  &  Morris 

Wl.sconsiu     Central 

Wisconsin    Western 

Bayfield,      Lake      Shore      & 
West     

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


$1,866,106  98 
1,242,469  90 

973,712  41 


13,198  52 

""mii 


2,824.540  43 
154,356  21 


Total     

No.    of    railroads    reporting 


$11,125  66 


140,000  00 


11,125  661 
12,500  00 


20,624  79 


224,279  79 


$31,820  45 
34 


$  4,470,194  74 
84 


1,734  05 


10,309  80 
'68*,384"69 


7,618  7.^ 
1,764  17 

29,680  88 


186,234  92 


156  90 
21,. 361  72 
14,228  48 


315.303  82 
32.846  00 


$3,672,351  08 
34 


$10,871  74 

"ssioro'si 


210,046  39 
1,668  82 
5,690  32 


3,076  40 
181,830  62 


999  06 


7,939  28 


70,595  29 
20,119  12 
35,746  31 


13,096  04 


1,094  39 


7,485  35 

2,916  60 

19,613  12 


$676,867  69 
34 


Re?ojit  of  the  BAiuaoAD  Commission, 
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WISCONSIN,  1905--ConUnued. 


Sarploa  on 
June  90, 1904. 

Deficit  on 
June  30, 1904 

Additions 
fur  year. 

Deductions 
for  year. 

Surplus  on 
June  90, 1905. 

Deficit  on 
June  ;i0, 1905. 

i 

$73,988  93 
82,349  50 

$74141 
93,22124 

1 

2 

$1,135  S6 

•••••••■• 

$i,767  56 

3 

457.643  63 
(•) 

$638  04 


1         540,085  43 

4 

'         r*) 

5 

2.640.385  24 

\  / 1 1 

2,794,741  45 
1           (•) 

6 

1 1 

1 

7 

1,256  74 


1 

2,925  56 
5,690  32 

8 

9 

1,734  C5 

10 

11,681  18^ 

•       1 
1.372,228  04i 

.:::::. ..:::::i 

14,757  58 

1,554,058  66 

1 
1 

11 

1 

12 

35,066  49 

l.^/B  03 

36,345  52 
10,309  86 

13 

14 

999  06 

15 

137,923  92 

40,000  00 

166,308  61 

16,666  63 

15,464  37 

5,964  73 

35,9^1S  13 

16 

24,605  91 

1 

' 

17 

7,845  64 

t 

18 

4.200  56 

1 

19 

31,267  25 

35,000  00 

20 

1 

70.505  29 
21.087  67 

35,746  31 

21 

968  55 

1 


22 

23 

1 1 

24 

27,886  51 

3,847  96 

-•- 

37,134  59 

25 

156  90 
18,600  11 
14,228  48 

26 

2,761  61 

27 

28 

* 

1.094  39 
98,594  62 

29 

25.766  24 

»■«•••■■•     •• 
439,664  68 

30 

25,767  86 

58.C13  86 

31 

'            7.485  35 

2.916  60 

19.613  12 

32 

33 

34 

- 1 

$2,933,964  97 
31 

$1,960,715  69 
31 

$5,765  03 
31 

$504,664  68 
31 

$3,176,850  26 
31 

$2,506,747  20 
31 

•  Not  reported. 
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INCOME  ACXrOUNT, 
Income  Account  of  Railroads  Doing  Business  In  Wisconsin  as  Reported 


Name  of  Company. 


Gross 

earnings 

from 

operations. 


1. 

o 

"3. 

4. 
5. 

6. 

i  . 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 

13. 
14. 
15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 

25. 

26. 


28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
3-2. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
3B. 
37. 
38. 
39. 


Abbotsfor.l    &    Northeastern | 

Alinnpee    &    Western 

Biff  F'alls   Railway  Co 

Bayfield    Transfer 

Chi  en  go.  Mllwuakeo  &  St.  P 
Chlcajjo  &   Northwestern 

Chlcupo.  St.  P.,  Minneapolis 
&  Omaha 

Chicago,  I^lje  Shore  &  East- 
ern     

Chicago   &   Lalce   Superior.. 

Illinois    Central 

(Hilppewa    River  &  Northern 

Chicago,  Ilarviard  &  Geneva 
L    

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drumraond   &   Southwestern 

D ninth.   So.     Shore     &     At- 
lantc    

Dulnth,  Superior  &  Western 
Terminal    

Dun]>ar    &    Wausaukee 

Falrchlld    &   Northeastern.. 

Great     Northern 

Green    Bay   &   Western | 

Hawtliorne,  Ne])agL  &  Sup.' 

Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern! 

lola  &  Northern /.\ 

Kewaunee,      Green      B.       &| 
Western    I 

Lake   Superior   Terminal   &| 
Transfer   Ry.    Co I 

Marinette.       Tomahawk     &- 
Western  

Minneapolis,      St.    Paul      & 
S^mlt    Ste     Marie 

Northern     Pacific 

Northwestern   Coal   Ry.    Co. 

Roliblns  Railwov  Co 

Stanley.    Merrill    &    Phillips 

Wisconsin   &   Mlch'gau 

&  Morris 

Central 

Western 

&  Southeastern.. 
Southeastern 


Whitcomb 
Wisconsin 
Wisconsin 
La  Crosse 
Superior  & 
Roddls  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


$34,312  34 

67,772  24 

8,587  05 

8.046  77 

16,409,416  84 

15,395,421  54i 


5,923,069  65 


82,567 

6.849 

124,851 

11,343 

13,244 
11.13) 
27,068 


92 
43 

28 
86 

67 
34 
40 


353,64 i  64 


•160.000 

25,50'> 

22.204 

1,281 .66S 

609.37) 

60.969 

16.03-J 

6.702 


00 
68 
66 
60 
52 
14 
49 
83 


126,726  89 


16,566 


60,028  20 


1- 


2.015,095 

595.408 

20,700 

23.110 

140,.341 

246,828 

3.49r» 

5,913.149 

73.701 

67,742 

28.891 

6,174 

46,732 


67 
26 

OS' 
.S5! 
291 

Ml 

05 
14 
81 
81 
80 
39 
82 


Total  (39  roads  reporting).. |$50, 044,483 


24 


Less 

operating 
expenses. 


$22,513  18 

42.216  32 

8,372  01 

15.238  14 

9,577.482  94 

9,674,282  93 


^,792,642  30 

60,809  91 

4,849  26 

147,415  71 

11,793  59 

12,888  63 

9.915  22 

25,678  02 

306,616  40 


14.348  50 

16,674  10 

612,872  45 

392.713  61 

51,969  21 

6.677  85 

4,947  45 

85,908  90 

86,213  95 

53,825  25 


1,036,407 

515,430 

20,405 

24.983 

113.440 

141.626 

3,745 

3,870.846 

42.615 

28.082 

16,152 

6.174. 

60,523 


601 

18' 

561 

061 

23 

18 

no 

69' 

521 

95' 

83 

39 

"00 


Income 

from 

operation , 


$11,799  16 

25,555  92 

215  04 

"6;83i,*933'96 
5,721,138  61 


2,130,427  35 

21,758  01 
.      2,000  17 


.356  04 
1,220  12 
1.390  38 

47,028  24 

•160,000  00 

11.161  18 

5,.530  56 

668.794  15 

216.656  91 

8,999  93 

9.354  64 

1.755  38 

40,817  99 


6.302  95 

978.688  07 
79,978  OS 

"'26i96i  06 
105,202  59 

"2*,642;363"45 
31.086  29 
39,659  86 
12.738  97 


$30,319,298  02|$19, 240,949  52 


Deficit. 


$7,191  ZI 


22.564  43 
449  73 


69,647  43 


1.872  21 


248  95 


13,790  18 


$115,764  30 


^Income  from  'lease  of  road. 


Repokt  of  the  Raileoab  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN.  1906. 

to  the  Railroad  CommisBlon  for  Year  endins  June  30,  1906. 


Income  from  Other  Sources. 

Total 
income. 

Deficit. 

Interest  oa 

bonds 

owned. 

« 

Dividends 

on  stocks 

owned. 

Miscellane- 
ous income 
including 
rentals  of 
tracks,  \  ards 
and  termi 
nals. 

Total  in- 
come other 
sources. 

No. 

$11,799  16 

26.565  92 

215  04 

1 

2 

;;;;;;;;;;;;i'""::""":: 

3 

.............. 

$419  00 
66,647  72 
40,860  62 

76,142  84 

$419  00 

63,530  5^ 

472,162  71 

76,142  84 

$6,772  37 

4 

$1,389  33 
483  52 

$5,493  47 
430,81^57 

6,896,464  42 
6.193,301  32 

2.206,570  19 

21,758  01 

2,000  17 

6 

ff 

7 

8 

9 

22,564  43 
44973 

10 

11 

366  6J 

1,220  12 

1,390  38 

48,139  20 

12 

13 

14 

i.iiO  96 

1,110  96 

15 

160.000  00 

• 

16 

11,161  18 

5,530  66 

672,821  95 

216, 6 T«  91 

8,999  93 

9,364  64 

1.755  38 

40,817  99 

1 

• 

17 

18 

• 

4,027  80 

4,027  80 

19 

20 

21 

22 

'a 

24 

::::::l:::::?::::::::)::::::, 

69.647  43 

25 

6,202  95 

26 



: 

9,577  45             9-577  45 

988.265  52 

79.978  08 

294  62 

27 

28 

29 

1,872  21 

ao 

9 

26,90106 
106,202  59 

31 

„A 

248  96 

33 

2,751  67 

78,255  91 

81.007  58 

2,123.311  03 
31,086  29 
39.659  86 
12.738  97 

34 

36 

36 

37 

• 

38 

., 4 

13,790  18 

39 

$4,624  52! 

1 

$436,312  04 

$267,042  30 

$707,978  86 

$19,948,509  38 

$115,345  30 

35— R.  H. 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


INCOME  account, 


Deductions 

Name  of  Com|>any . 

Interest  on 

funded  debt 

accrued. 

Interest  on 

interest 
bearipft  cur- 
rent liabili- 
ties accrutd 
not  other- 
wise provid- 
ed for. 

Rentals,  in- 
cluding 
tracks, 
yard  and 
terminals. 

Taxes. 

1.  Abhotfiford    &   Northeastern 

$6.720  00 

$1,223  01 

2.  Ahiinpee    &    Western 

3.  Big   Falls   Rail  way   Co 

4.  Havtlehl     transfer 

$30,600  00 
300  00 

2.^9  65 

427  54 

75,000  00 

1.454,215  72 
1,911,562  47 

717,556  19 

8,293  06 

$63  83 

0 

213  76 

5.  CliW-nKo.    Milwaukee    &    St. 
I»arl    

1,083,^)4  42 
688.633  89 

367.356  18 

4,097  -a 

6.  Chloapo  &  Northwestern — 

7.  Chu'jiKo,    St.    Paul,    Minne- 

apolis  &   Omaha 

34.245  58 
3,798  01 

12,073  34 

8.  Chlcajro.      Lake      Shore     & 
Eastern     

7.800  00 

811  15 

9.  ChhMffo  &  I^ike  Snnerior... 

28  20 

87  38 

10.  Illinois   Ontni':    

86.256  95 

36,905  98 
377  77 

11.  (*h1pi»ewa   Riv.  &  Northern 

12.  ('hleapo.     Ilarv.    &    Geneva 

I^ake    

3,125  00 

695  89 

13.  Chippewa   Val.    &   Northern 



374  71 

14.  Drumniond  &  Southwestern 

3.000  00 

756  85 

15.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At- 
lantic   

157,296  97 
20,003  00 

3,610  07 

15,941  55 

16.  Dniuth,  Snperlor  k  Western 
Terniinnl     

17.  Dunhnr   &   Wausaukee 

18.  Falrchild    &    Northeastern. 

15  00 

1.239  J» 
81.002  03 

19.  Great  Northern    

20.  Green    Pay   &    Western 

36,66)60 

20.425  64 

1.304  79 
643  69 

21.  Hawthorne.    Neljapamon    & 
Superior    ? 

22.  Hazel  hurst   &    Southeastern 

23.  lola    &    Northern 

139  28 

24.  Kewauneo,    Green    Bay    & 
Western     

20,4f0  00 

4,253  ») 
634  13 

25.  Lake    Superior    Terminal    & 
Transfer    Rv.    Co 

11.700  00 

••••*••••••*•• 

26.  Marinette.      Tomahawk      & 

Western     

.    21,058  42 

763  94 

27.  Minneapolis.   St.  Paul  &  S. 
Ste.  Marie  

1 
443,272  88 

110,000  00 

2^.  Northern   Paclfte   

1 

29.  Northwestern    Coal    Ry.    Co          11.000  00 

966  71 

30.  Robbins   Railway  Co 

623  56 

31    Stanley.    Merrill' &    Phillips 

21.666  67 
52.208  28 

16,308  53 

654  46 

32.  Wisconsin   Sc  Michigan 

7,762  00 

3.300  19 

33.  Whltconib    &    Morris 

34    Wisconsin     Central     

1.019,529  71 

49,557  23 

251.910  25 
275  91 

35.  WIscons'n  Western  

36.  I^   Crosse  &   Southeastern. 

37.500  00' 

1.928  40 
3.016  20 

37.  Mineral   Point  &   Northern. 

22,008  34 

401  36 

38.  Superior  &  S.  E 

Total     

$6,135,989  18 

$144,808  41 

$20,542*^ 
1 

$2,586.0X5  48 

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-Contlnued. 


from  Income. 


Other 
deductioDS. 


Total 
dednctioQS. 


Not  income, 


$0  10 

1  97 

624.700  78 
1,511,904  10 

280.910  38 

116.032  03 

13.967  851 


4  80 


80  50 


2.276  35 


344,063  48 
3,284  6,') 


$7,943  11 

32.829  66 

727  54 

83,572  62 

3,162.720  92 
4,059.089  38 

1.369.621  06 

127,740  m 

115  58! 

137,130  781 

377  77 

3.820  89 

374  71 

3,756  85 

176.853  59 

20, (m  oof 


1,254  99 
81.002  03 

50.425  64 

1.304  79 

048  49 

139  28 

24.653  95 

12,334  13 

21.902  86 
553.272  88 


11.9<?6  71 

523  56 

38.629  66 

65.546  82 


1,665.»:)66  67 

3,500  56 

39,428  40 

25.425  90 


$3,bd6  05 


3.732.743  .'')0 
2,134,291  94 

836,949  13 

I 

I 

1,884  59| 


845  41 


140.000  00] . 
11.161  IS' 
4,275  57| 
591.819  921 

I 

166,231  271 

7.795  141 

8.706  15 

1.616  10 

16.164  04 


434.992  641 
79,978  0S| 


39,055  771 . 


$2,896,226  99|$11, 783,582  43 


458,244  361 
27,525  731 

231  461 


12,738  97 


Deficit. 


Other  payments  from  net 
income. 


Diyidends, 

common 

stock. 


Dividends, 

preferred 

stock. 


No. 


$7,273  73 

512  50 

90,344  99 


■  •  •  •  I 


105,982  65 
159  .'695  ii 


$1,001.519  47 
1,137,970  211 


434.495  14 


603,721  75|   366,251  25 


827  50 
3,464  85 


2,366  47 
125,714  39 


140. OuO  00 


81,981  56 
15,«99  91 


125,000  00 

'i5!666'66 


I 


11,672  191 

2.395  771 

11,728  60', 


92.520  col         80,942  73 
I 


248  95 


39,216  08! 


$8,711,707  OOj      $662,125  35   $3,115,731  43 


$1,733,214  51 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 


8 

9 

10 

11 
12 
13 

14 

15 

16 
17 
18 
19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
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Refobt  of  ths  Eailboad  Commission. 


INCOME  ACCOUNT 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  paymentfl  from  Net 
Income. 


All  other. 


Total. 


Snrpltia 
from  opera- 
tions of  year 
endiiiff  June 

90,  1906. 


Deficit 
from  opera- 
tions of  year 
endinff  June 
90,1906. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &   Western 

3.  Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

4.  Bayfield  Transfer  

5.  Chicago,   Mil.   &  St.   Pan!.. 

6.  (^hlc-ago   &  Northwestern... 

7.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O 

8.  Chicago,  r«  S.  &  Eastern.. 

9.  ChicagK)  &  Lake  Superior.. 

10.  IFinois  Central  

11.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

12.  Chicago,  Harv.  &  G.  Lake.. 

13.  Chippewa  Val.   &  Northern 

14.  Driimmond  &  Southwestern 

15.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

16.  Duluth.  Superior  &  Western 

Terminal  

17.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

18.  Falrchild   &   Northeastern.. 

19.  Great  Northern   

20.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

21.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

22.  Hazolhurst  &  Southeastern. 

23.  lola   &   Northern 

24.  Kewaunee,  O.  B.  &  West.. 

25.  iMke   Biiperior   Terminal   & 

Transfer  

26.  Marinetfe.  Tom.  &  Western 

27.  Minneapolis,   St.  Paul  &  S. 

Ste.  Marie  

28.  Northern  Pacific   

29.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry 

30.  Robblns  Railway   Co 

31.  Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

32.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

33.  Whitcomb  &  Morris 

34.  Wisconsin   Central    

35.  Wisconsin  Western  

86.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 

37.  La  Ooase  &  Southeastern. 

38.  Superior   &   Southeastern... 


Totals 


11,673  42 


$1,853,044  86 

1,572.465  35 

969.973  00 


140.000  00 


11,673  42 


125,000  00 

"ic^ooo '66 


16.880  66 


$28.554  08 


190,343  39 


$4,877.500  02 


$3,866  06 


1,879.698  64 
561,826  59 


1.884  59 


846  41 


11.161  18 


591,812  92 

41,231  27 

7,795  14 


•  1,616  10 
16.164  04 


244.649  25 
79,978  08 


39.665  77 


458.244  36 
27,525  73 


23146 
12,738  97 


$7,273  78 

612  60 

90,344  99 


133,023  87 
105,982  66 


169,695  21 

827  50 

3,464  85 


2,866  47 
128,714  39 


7.397% 


6.293  86 


81,98166 
16,699  91 


11.672  19 

2.395  77 

11,728  60 


248  96 


89,216  08 


$3,980,915  55   $808.840  92 


Bepobt  of  the  Kaiuioad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-ConttnQed. 


Snrplns  on 

Jnne  30, 

1905. 

Deficit  on 

Jnne  90, 

1905. 

Additions 
for  year. 

Dednotions 
for  year. 

Snrplns  on 
Jnne  30, 1906. 

Deficit  on 
Jnne  90, 1906. 

No. 

174141 
93,22124 

13,114  64 

iio6,494  97 

1 

2 

ii,767  66 

1.266  06 

3 

540,086  43 

630.430  42 

4 

2.824,540  43 

4.704.239  07 
3.384.779  31 

6 

^,822,962  7^ 

'■"343,"669'26 

106,982  66 

1.040  97 

159,696  21 

827  50 

9,509  37 

6 

210.045  39 

7 

8 

1          2.925  56 

9 

*     •••■•••..... 

10 

•••••••••••... 

11 

6.044  52 

12 

1,734  06 

2,679  46 

13 

14.757  58 
1,654,068  66 

17,124  05 
1.682,773  06 

14 

15 

36,346  62 

1,608  29 

34.737  23 
21,471  04 

16 

10.30;^  86 

17 

999  06 



" 

8,396  91 

18 

.............. 

591.812  92 

177.539  88 

24,461  77 

9,170  52 

7,580  83l 

47,112  ir 

19 

166,308  61 

30.000  00 

2D 

16.666  63 

21 

15,464  37 

22 

5,964  73 

23 

36,948  13 

6.000  00 

1 

24 

• 

81,98156 
36,787  68 

26 

21,087  67 

26 

186.234  92 

430.884  17 
79,978  08 

27 

'** ••••• 

28 

37,134  59 

48,806  78 
2,395  77 

29 

SO 

18.609  11 

2.964  27 

9,844  78 
53,884  25 

31 

14.228  48 

82 

248  95 
24,946  09 

22 

98,694  62 

384.596  83 

24 

58,613  86 

86,139  59 

85 

19,613  12 

58.829  20 
2.685  14 

26 

2.916  GO 


27 

42,738  97 

38 

16.216,688  981  12.602.226  45*         $2,964  27 

$421,204  12| 

19,683,323  74 

13.316,026  43 
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Report  of  the  RAiiiROAD  Commission. 


INCOME  ACCJOUNT,  1906. 
Income  Account  of  Roads  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported 


Name  of  Company. 


Qross  earn 
inf?8  from 
operations. 


Less 
opTatinfir 
expenses. 


Income 
from  opera- 
tion. 


Deficit. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

n. 

12. 

13 

14. 

15. 

16 

17. 

IS. 

10. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

26. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

3). 

31. 

32. 

a^. 

34. 
VT,. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 


Abbotsford   &  Northeastern 

AhuuiJoe   &    Western 

Bijf   V&Wh   Railway   Co 

Bayfield  'Transfer  •   

C,   M.  &  St.  P 

Chicago   &   Northwestern... 

('..   St.   P..  M.   &  () 

C.    B.   &   Q 

Ch'cajro.  L.  S.  &  Eastern.. 
(Hih-ajio  \'    l^ke   Superior.. 

Illinois   (Viitral    

Chip.    Hfver  &   Northern 

Chi..  Ilarv.  &  (Jeneva  Lake 
('hip.  Valley  &  Northern... 
Drujnniond  &  S*)uthwe8teru 
Duhith,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Duhith,  S.   &  W.  T.  Co.*... 

Dunbar   &    Wausaukee 

Fairehlld  &  Northeastern... 

Great    Northern     

G ree!i    Bay   &   West  ern 

Hawthorne.  Nebaj;.  &  Sup.. 
Ilazelhurst   &   Southeastern 

lola   &   Northern 

Kewaunee,  (i.  Bay  &  W 

I^ike  S.  T.  &  T.  By.  Co.t.. 
Marinette.  Tom.  vt  Western 
Mpolls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland.. 
Mpolis.  St.  P.  &  S.  ».   M... 


Co. 


Northern   Pacific 
North w«'stern  Coiil  B.v 

HobbiiLs    Ballwav    Co 

Sfanb\v.  'Merrill    &   PhlTlips 

Winona  Bridpe  By.  Co 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin    Central    

Wisconsin    Western    

Bayfield  L.  S.  &  Western.. 
JjR  Crosse  &  Southeastern 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. | 


$28,536  17 

62,734  46 

7,325  fi2 

1,477  40 

49.884.113  65 

55.745.275  17* 

11.997,876  75 

65.162,858  02 

4,323.692  69| 

3.0.^  91 1 

49.630.KS6  161 

13.4!>5  96, 

24.154  931 

10.9:^2  60 

14.768  22 

2,7t)6,936  02 i 

160,000  001 

24,710  27' 

35.799  79 

39,677,726  70 

600.007  78 

48.197  59 

23,402  44 

7.442  54 

116,497  43 

11.127  53[ 

51,210  251 

64.898  67 

8.797.885  19 1 

50.771.070  951 

15. 9' m  8.', 

^[),2^)'^  N2| 

i:«.045  391 

25,(»34  831 

247.476  621 

3. 080  61! 

6,64S.2S5  46 

69.510  41 [ 

9,798  37| 

7.526  121 

11,605  88 


$18,415  88 

40.964  23 

6.143  41 

30,661.708  27 
36,561,234  8:i| 
7,329,146  87| 
41,479,169  43 1 
1,846,436  80; 
4.752  73 I 
33,2<J«;.494  161 
18,840  15[ 
23.579  60| 
7,334  081 
14,232  50 
1,852,705  09 


I 


110,120  29 

21,770  23 

1,182  51 

1.477  40 

19,222,405  38( 

19,184,040  34[ 

4,6*i8,729  88! 

23,6S3,«>88  59 


14,40<J  41 
24.557  76 
19,154.402  66' 
357.017  6(> 
55,3.30  94 
15,481  97 
5,595  06 
62.229  27 
69.589  32 
46,695  91 I 
84.416  23| 
4.676.815  51 I 
26,881.943  77 | 
17.047  24' 
18.543  55 
82.009  911 
7,084  12 
174.312  49 
4,175  00 
4,374.33(;  07 
36,45)6  79 
17,28.3  72 
10.442  72 
27.572  96 


2,477,255  89 

ii,66S  82 

16,424,392  00 

5,344  19 

575  33 

3.598  62 

536  72 

854,230  93 

160.000  00 

10,309  86 

11.242  03 

20,423.324  (M 

242.990  12 

7.133  35 

7,920  47 

1.847  48 

54,268  16 

58  461  79 

4,514*34 

4.121.069  68 
23,889.127  18 


660  27 
51,0:}5  48 
17,950  71 
73,164  13 

■  ■■■*•■■•■•«• 

2,273,949  39 
33,103  62 


Total    1317,098.593  52|209,2S8.S49  07,137,930,479  97 


19,517  66 


1.146  39 


1,094  39 


7,485  35 

2.916  60 

15,967  08 


$120,735  52 


*  Roads  not  making  operating  reports, 
t  Switching  road. 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WHOLE  LINE. 

to  the  Railroad  Commlserlon  for  the  Year  ending:  June  30,  1905. 


Income  From  Other  Sources. 

Total 
income. 

Deficit. 

Interest  on 

bonds 

owned . 

Diyidends 

on  stocks 

owned. 

Misceilan- 
eoDS  in- 
come, less 
expense. 

ToUl. 

No. 

$10,120  29 

21,770  23 

1,182  61 

1.477  40 

19.453,203  £7 

20.954.447  62 

4,829,534  38 

23.985.894  59 

2.477, 2.'»5  89 

1 
2 

a 

4 

is.sio  66 

$17,335  00 

1,535,945  00 

79,940  24 

9,200  00 

$207,652  99 

231,610  20 

74,534  26 

205.305  95 

$230,797  99 

1,770.407  28 

160.804  50 

302,206  00 

5 

2,852  08 

8 

6.330  00 

7 

87.700  05 

8 

9 

1 

i 

$1,668  82 

10 

246,602  26 


2,683.288  81 

2.929,891  07 

' 19,354, 2S3'67 

n 

5,344  i9 

12 

;;";:;;::;;l"""":"" 

575  33 

3,598  52 

535  72 

870.006  m 

160,000  00 

10.309  86 

13 

1 



14 

1 

15 

15,774  13 

15,774  13 

•"•■■*••■•••** 

16 
17 
18 
19 



1 



;;;::::;::::::t:::::::;:::::: 

11,242  03 

392,226  60 

973,325  00 

793,403  48 

2.158,955  08 

22,582,279  12 
242,990  IJi 

*/0 

21 

7,133  35 

22 

- 

......... 



7.930  47 

1,847  48 

64.268  16 

23 

;;::::;;;:;:::i::::::::::::;: 

24 

~ 

1 

4.-« 
25 

58,461  79 

26 



4.514  34 

'    27 

19,517  56 

28 

485  75 

5,600  00|          GO. 249  83 
277,500  00     1.113.517  30 

66.3%  58 

1,687,257  30 
1 

'  4."i87."4().-/26 
25,576,384  48 

'^,\ 

296,240  00 

\V) 

r                   .              -              -    , 

i,i46'39 

31 

•••• , 

660  27 
61.035  48| 
17.950  71 
73,164  13 

32 

33 

:;:;;:;;:;::::i:::::::::::::: 

34 

■••      •■•! 

-............-, 

35 

1,094  39 

36 

2,933  33 

42,502  01 

45,435  34 

2,319,384  73 
33,103  62 

37 

1 
••..•••.....I 

38 

1 

7.485  35 
2  916  60 

39 

;;:;;;:;;;;y:::;::::;::::::::::::::::::i::::::::::::::i 

in 

« 

15  967  Oai     Ai 

$3,145,447  50 

1 

1 

$794,577  81 

$5,427,838  96 

$9,367,864  27 

147,298,344  24| 

1 

$120,735  52| 
1 
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Rkpokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


INCOME  account.  1905. 


Name  of  CompaDy. 


Dedactions  from  Income. 


Interest  on 

fobded  debt 

accrued. 


Interest  on 

interest 
bearing  cur- 
rent liabili- 
ties ac- 
crued^ not 
otherwise 
provided  for. 


Rentals, 
inclnding 

traclcs, 
yards  and 
terminals. 


Taxes. 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
36. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
il. 


Chicago, 
Chicago 
IIlinolK 
Chlp'wa 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &   Western 

Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

Bayfield  Transfer 

Chi.,  Mllwaulcee&  St  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
Chi.,  St.  P.  MpollH.  &  O. . 
Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy... 

Ia  S.  &  Eastern.. 

&  Lake  Superior.. 

Central | 

River  &  Northern 
Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  lAke 
Ch  p'wa  Valley  &  Northern 
Drummond  &  Southwestern 
Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 
Duluth,  Sup'r  &  W.  T.  Co. 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Fafrchlld  &   Northeastern.. 

Great   Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 
Hnzel hurst  &   Southeastern 

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,   G.   B     &   W 

Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co. 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W 
Mpolis..  St.  Paul  &  Ashland 
Mpls..   St.   P.   &  S.    Ste.    M 

Northern     Pacific 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

Robbing  Railway  Co 

Stanley.    Merrill   &  Phillips 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin     Central 

Wisconsin  Western 

Bayfield.  L.  S.  &  Western 
La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 


$6,720  00 

30.600  00 

322  00 

1         75,000  00 

6.962,045  00 

8,060,714  77 

1,627.615  38 

7,376,229  08 

168,700  00 


4,636.720  00 


18,298  46 


906  04 
6.429  75 


137,545  92 


6,250  00 


3,000  00 

859.700  00 

20,000  00 


3&i,500  00 
30,000  00 


20,400  00 
11,700  00 


16,000  00 
1,706,826  67 
6,947,983  33 

11.000  00 


21,123  67 
'm.€95'24     2,386,389  90 


$20177 

2,04197 

228  SI 

45  15 

1,632,332  58 

2,189.976  74 

578,387  02 

1.840.627  35 

19,712  89 


1.550  63 


123  78 


22,952  52 


4.001,554  76 


160,469  30 


15,000  00 
19.21)0  00 
47,650  00. 


9,985  57 


1.127,238  60 


3,500  00 


Total     i$39,054,514  83 

I 


13,905  73 

'iieos'fe 


$251,677  08 


2,027,448  U| 
346  13 
253  09 
313  84 
612  12 
216.733  73 


$6,685,959  28 


1.116  43 

1.384.988  26 

19.605  43 

805  93 

30174 

83  31 

4,187  28 

433  60 

1,680  94 

228  75 

417,163  68 

1,601.000  UO 

949  65 

603  37 

4,688  19 

766  29 

7,324  51 


264,35124 
257  62 


146  04 


$12,219,842  46 
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WHOLE  UNB-ConUnued. 


Total. 

Net  income. 

Deficit. 

Other  payments  from 
Income. 

Other 
dedoctions. 

Dividenda, 

common 

stock. 

Dividends, 

preferred 

stock. 

No 

$6.92177 

32,64197 

560  81 

84.557  24 

7.594.377  58 

16.136.625  46 

2,517,207  59 

10.155,989  93 

978,712  51 

$3,198  52 

1 

$10,871  74 

?, 

63170 

3 

"iiime^ 

83,079  84 

..••••..•••..••• 

4 

ii, 858.825  79 
6,817.822  16 
2.312,326  79 

13,829,904  66 
1,498.543  38 

$4,072,873  00 
3,383,324  00 
1.298,885  00 

$3,400,523  00 

1,791,600  00 

787,976  00 

5 

4,847.479  99 

6 

404,775  44 

7 

939,133  50 

7.758.737  00 

8 

769,175  95 

2,400,000  00 

9 

i,668  82 

10 

3,442,970  42 

12,658.223  07 

346  13 

*  6,503  09 

1.864  47 

3,612  12 

1,076,557  51 

20,000  00 

6,696,060  00 

6,652,800  00 

11 

5.690  32 
5,927  76 

12 

13 

1.734  05 

14 

3,076  40 
206,552  45 

16 

• 

16 

140.000  OO 

10.309  86 

10.126  60 

13,831,236  10 

193,384  69 

140,000  00 

17 

• 

18 

1,115  43 

8,751,043  02 

49,605  43 

805  93 

30174 

83  31 

24,587  28 

12,133  50 

24,633  46 

16.228  75 

2.123.990  35 

11,709,452  63 

11,949  65 

503  37 

29,673  76 

19,966  29 

72,434  88 

19 

3.000.000  00 

8,693,860  00 

125.000  00 

» 

?0 

21. 

7.939  28 

- 

22 

7,618  73 

1.764  17 

29,680  88 

23 

* 

24 

'    25 

■ 

70,595  29 
20.119  12 
35,746  31 

26 

27 

28 

2,063.414  91 
13,866,931  &5 

554,012  00 
10,850,000  00 

484,687  00 

29 

3,000.000  00 

30 

13,096  04 

31 

156  90 
21.361  72 

•■••••«•••■•■•«• 

32 

33 

2.015  58 

34 

3,654  64 

729  25 

35 

1,094  39 

36 

370.346  93 

1,763,540  46 
257  62 

655.844  27 
32.846  00 

37 

A**«aa«aa»** 

38 

7,485  35 

2.916  60 

19.613  12 

39 

40 

3,646  04 

41 

$16,778,750  5OI$74,890,644  15 

$72,784,452  98 

$497,488  41 

$46,929,491  00 

$6,464,786  OO' 
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RErOET   OF   THE   RaII^ROAD    CoMMISSIoK, 


INCOME  ACCOUNT,  1905. 


Name  of  t^^ompany. 


Other  Payments  From  Net 
Income— Continaed . 


A.11  Other 
Deductions. 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 


Abbotsford  &   Northeastern 

Ahuapee  &  Western 

Big  Kails  Railway   Co 

BayfleUl  Transfer 

(*hi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
(Tileago  &  Northwestern... 
Chi..  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 
Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy.. 
Chicago,  I^  S.  &  Eastern.. 
Chicng<>  &;  Lake  Superior.. 

1  llinois  ( Vntral 

Chip'wa  hiver  &  Northern.. 
Chi..  Hurv.  &  Lake  Geneva 
Chip'wa  Valley  &  Northern 
Drunimond  &  Southwestern 
Ihiluth,  S.  S  &  Atlantic... 
Duluth,  Sup'r  &  W.  T.  Co.. 

Punbar  &  Wausaukee 

FaTchild   &  Northeastern.. 

Great    Northern 

Green  Ray  &  Western 

Hawth'ne,  Nebag'n  &  Sup'r 
Hjizelliurst   &    Southeastern 

lofa  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  W..^... 
I^ke  Sup'r  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co 
Marinette,  Tomah'k  &  W... 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland.... 
Mpls..  St.  P.  &  S.  Sto.  M.. 

Nortlioru    Pacific 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. . 

Robblns  Railway  Co 

Stanley.  Merrl'l  &  Phillips. 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

A\'liitconib  &  Morris 

Wisconsin     Central 

Wisconsin  Western 

Bayfield,  Ix  S.  &  Western. 
lAi  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 

Total     


TotaL 


Sorplos 
From  Oper- 
ations of 
Year  Ending 
Jane  80, 
1906. 


Deficit  From 
OperatioBS 
of  Year  End- 
ing June 
90,  1905. 


$11,125  66 


$7,473,396  00 
5.174.924  (X) 
2.086,861  00 
7,758,737  00 
2.400  000  00 


6,652,800  00 


140.000  00 


11.125  66 

8.693.860  00 

125,000  00 


1.038,699  00 
10,850.000  00 


$11,125  66|$52,405,402  66 


$3,198  52 


631  70 


4,385,429  79 
642,898  16 
225,465  79 

6.071,167  66 


43,260  00 


1,734  06 


10.309  86 


5,137,376  10 
68.384  69 


7,618  73 

1,764  17 

29,680  88 


1,024.715  91 
3,016,931  85 


156  90 
21,361  72 


729  25 


565,844  27 
33.846  00 


[$21,281,506  00 


$10,871  74 


83,079  84 


901,456  62 
1.668  82 

'**5."696*32 
5,927  76 

"z,mio 

206,562  46 


999  06 


7,939  28 


70,595  29 
20,119  12 
35.746  31 


13,096  04 


2,015  o8 
'i,'694's9 


7,485  35 

2.916  60 

19,613  12 


$1,399,944  19 
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whole  LINB-Contlnued. 


Sarplas  on 

June  90, 

1901. 

Deficit  on 

June  90 

1904 

Additions 

foi 

year. 

Ded  notions 
for 
year. 

Surplus  on 

June   90, 

1905. 

Deficit  on 

June  30, 

1906. 

No. 

f         $3,939  93 
82,349  50 

$74141 
93,221  24 

1 

— 

2 

$1,135  86 

$1,767  56 

3 

'     '467',643"63 

$63804 

540,085  43 

4 

26,799,571  80 
10,997,282  85 

3,899,602  17 
30.590.800  60 

1,773,524  32 

31,185,001  59 

11,640,181  01 

2,625,067  96 

36,661,968  26 

866,334  56 

5 

1      * 

6 

1   

$1,500,000  00 

7 

8 

5,733  14 

9 

1,256  74 

2,925  56 

10 

4  386  727  04 



4,429,987  04 

n 



1           5,690  32 
12,089  03 

12 

6,161  27 

13 

1,734  05 

14 

11,681  18 
2,253.867  77 

■    ■••••■•■•    m^    •    ■ 

14,757  58 

15 



2.460,420  221    16 

35,066  49 

1,279  03 

36,345  52 
10,309  86 

17 
18 

999  06     19 

14.507.460  76 

500,000  00 
40.000  00 

19,144,836  86 

166,308  61 

16,666  63 

15,464  37 

5,964  73 

35,948  13 

20 

137.923  92 

1 

■ 

21 

24,605  91 

22 

7,S45  61 
4,200  56 

?^ 

••■•■•*••••■•• 

24 

31,267  25 

25.000  00^ 

' 

?£} 

70,595  29 
21,087  67 
35.746  31 

•/6 

9G8  56 

■ 

27 

?8 

3.595.955  62 

386,549  07 

4,234,122  46 
14,381,219  29 

'^ 

11,104,977  71 

2,'59.3(')9  73 
3,847  96 

30 

27,886  51 

37,134  69 

31 

156  90 
18,600  11 
20.110  09 

729  25 

3*^ 

!           2,761  61 


I' •  •  •  • • 

33 

22.125  67 

•         •■•«      •■•■■■ 

34 

1 

1 

35 

• 

1,094  39 

36 

433.046  00 

489,247  30 

499.642  97 
58,613  86' 

37 

25,767  86 

1 

38 



i*""'**"**'"*'* 

7  485  35 

.?Q 

2,916  6)     40 
19  613  12     41 

I 

108,378,888  03 

i     2.848,516  69 

265,074  76 

2,946,429  51 

126,057,081  67 

1    3,326,603  17 
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INCOMB  ACCOUNT, 
Income  account  of  roads  doing  boaineas  In  WI«conaln  aa  reported  to 


•se 


Name  of  Company. 


Qro«s 
eamiiucs 

from 
operation. 


Less 
operating 
expenses. 


Income 

from 

operation. 


Deficit 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Big  Falls  Bail  way  Co 

Bayfield    Transfer 

Chicago.  Afll.  &  St.  P.... 
Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 
Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O.... 
Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy.. 
Chicago,  I^lce  Shore  &  East- 
ern     

Chicago  &  LaJce  Superior.. 

Illinois    Central 1 

Chippewa  Biver  &  Northern 
Chi.,  Harvard  &  G.  Lake.. 
Chip.  Valley  &  Northern.. 
Drummond  &  Southwestern 
Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 
Duluth.   Snp.   &  W.   T.    Co 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Fairchild   &  Northeastern.. 

Great    Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebng.  &  Sup 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

lola    &    Northern 

Kewaunee,   G.  B.    &  W 

Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  By.  Co 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W 
Mpls.,   St.   P.  &  S.    Ste.  M 

Northern    Pacific 

Northwestern   Coal    By.   Co 

Bobbins  Railway  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 
Winona  Bridge  By.  Co.... 
Wisconsin  &  Michigan....^. 

Whitcomb   &   Morris 

Wisconsin    Central 

Wisconsin    Western 

I^  Crosse  &  Southeastern 
Superior  Sc  Southeastern.. 
Boddls  I^r.  &  Veneer  Co 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 
Eastern  By.   Co.  of  Minn.. 


Total 


134.312  34 

67,772  24 

8,587  05 

8,046  77 

65,423,052  99 

63,481,577  98 

13,007,017  47 

73,413.385  88 

4.311.336  90 

6.849  43 

51,734,291  £i6! 

11.343  86 

26,489  35 

11,135  34 

27.068  40 

3.057.806  73 

•160.000  00 

25.509  68 

22.204  66 

46.494,226  57 

609.370  52 

60.969  14 

16.032  49 

6,702  83 

126.726  89 

16.566  52 

60.028  20 

11.588.262  23 

61,132,655  47 

20.700  08 
23.110  85 

140,341  29 

26,907  29 

324.289  24 

3,496  05 

7.151.339  79 

73.701  81 
67.742  81 
28.891  80 

6.174  39 

46,732  82 

n.396,000  00 


394.267,759  71 


122,513  18 

42.216  82 

8.372  01 

15.238  14 

34.713.602  63 

39,890.999  09 

7.901,338  13 

50.656,161  43 

2,384.835  40 

4,849  26 

34.400.363  07 

11,793  59 

25,777  26 

9,915  22 

25.678  02 

2,067,459  76 


14,348  50 

16,674  10 

23,133,081  11 

892.713  61 

•  61,969  21 

6,677  86 

4,947  45 

85,908  90 

86.213  95 

53.826  25 

6,905,867  78 

31.029,612  10 

20,406  56 

24,983  06 

113.440  23 

3,407  65 

192.062  36 

3J46  00 

4,680.288  18 

42.616  52 

28,082  96 

16,152  83 

6.174  39 

60,523  00 


238.048.862  95 


111.799  16 

26.666  92 

216  04 


20.709.460  64 

23.690.578  89 

5,106,679  34 

22,758.224  46 


1,928,6(HL 

2.000 

17.333i.928 


60 
17 
49 


712 

1.220 

1.390 

1,000,348 

•160.000 

U,161 

6.630 

23,361,146 

216.666 

8,999 

9,364 

1,766 

40,817 


09 
12 
38 
97 
00 
18 
66 
46 
91 
93 
64 
88 
99 


6.202 

6,682,394 

30.103,043 

294 


96 
46 
37 
62 


26,901 

23.499 

132,206 


06 
64 
88 


2,671.051 
81,066 
89,669 
12,738 


61 
29 
86 
97 


n,396,000  0O 


166,307.106  68 


7,19137 


449  73 


69.647  43 


1.872  21 


248  96 


18.79018 


988.199  87 


•Incomie  from  ileaae  of  road. 
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WHOLB  LINB,  1906. 

the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  endinjT  June  80,  1005— Whole  Line. 


Income  from  other  sources. 

Total 
income. 

Deficit. 

• 

Interest  on 
bonds  owned 

Dividends 

on  stocks 

owned. 

Misoellane- 
ous— less 
expenses, 
inclnding 

rentals 
•  tracks, 
yards  and 
terminals. 

Total 
income 

other 
sources. 

No. 

$11,799  16 

25,656  92 

215  04 

1 

2 

•••"•••••••• 

3 

$419  00 

230,368  92 

•      168,484  95 

92,544  30 

325.672  32 

66118 

S419  OO 

268.359  16 

1,946,918  70 

197,534  30 

410.682  54 

661  18 

$6.772  37 

4 

S5  650  00 

$22,340  24 

1.776,440  00 

98,580  00 

5,400  00 

20,967,809  62 

26,537,497  59 

5,303,213  64 

23,168,906  99 

1.927.162  68 

2.000  17 

20.605.556  31 

5 

1,993  75 
6.410  00 

6 

7 

79.610  22 

8 

<t 

10 

i,291»882  2r> 
1 

146,412  50 

833.333  07 

3,271.627  82 

11 

449  73 

12 

•••••••! 

712  09 

1.220  12 

1,390  38 

1,014,885  12 

'  ^160,000  00 

11,161  18 

5,530  56 

26,328,771  14 

216,656  t>l 

8,999  93 

9.354  64 

1.755  38 

40,817  91) 

13 

■ 

14 

15 

14.536  15 

14,536  15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

397  405  56 

965,246  50 

604.973  63 

1.967,626  68 

20 

21 

22 

?3 

24 

26 

69,647  43 

26 

'  "6.202  95 

5,745,359  67 

31,834,149  15 

294  52 

27 

1.615  00 

4,000  00 
298.060  00 

57.350  22          fi2.«fiS  22 

28 

69,375  00 

1,363,670  78 

1,731,105  78 

29 

30 

1 

1,872  21 

31 

26,901  06 

23,499  64 

132,206  88 

32 

33 

34 

248  96 

35 

3.080  00 

87,074  97 

90.154  97 

m 

2,661,206  58 
31,066  29 
39,659  86 
12.738  97 

36 

37 



38 



39 

40 

•     13,790  18 

41 

17.958  91 

17,958  91 

1 

'"*i!4i2;968'9i 

42 

$2,857,021  771  $3,316,479  24 

[  $3,797,048  40   $9,970,549  41 

1 

$166,277,237  04 

$92,780  87 
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INCOME  ACCOUNT,  WHOLE 


DeductioDe 


Name  of  Company. 


Interest  nn 

f  anded  debt 

accrued. 


Interest  on 

interest 
bearinff  li- 
abilities 
accrved 
not  other- 
wise pro- 
vided for. 


Rentals, 
including 

tracks, 
yards  and 
terminals. 


Taxes. 


I 


1. 

O 

*«< 

3. 
4 
5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22 

24. 

'2-y. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33 

34. 

^5. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 


Abbotfiford   &  Northeastern 

Ahnapoe    &    Western 

IMjf  Falls  Railway  Co 

Bayfield    Transfer    

rhicapo.  Mil.  &  St.  Paul... 
Chicago   &   Northwestern... 

C,  St.   P.  M  &  O 

C,  B.  &  Q 

Chi..  Jj.   S.  &  Eastern 

Chicago  &  I^ke  Superior... 

Illinois   Central    

Chip.  River  &  Northern..." 
(?hl.,  Ilarv.  &  CiGueva  Lake 
Chip.  Valley  &  Northern... 
Druniniond  &  Southwestern 
Dultith,  S.  R  &  Atlantic... 
DulutlK   S.  &  W.   Ter.  Co.. 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Kalrchild  &  Northeastern... 

(Jreat   Northern    

(»reen  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebajr.  &  Sup., 
llazt^lhuist   &   Southeastern 

Tola   &   Northern 

Ki'waun<»(»,  (\  B.  &  W«*st.. 
Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ky.  Co.. 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Mpolis.,  St.   P.   &  S.   S.  M.. 

Nortlicrn   Pacific    

Northwestern   Coal   Ry.  Co. 

Bobbins  Railway  Co 

Staney.  'Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Winona   Bridge   Ry.   Co 

Wisconsin  &   Michigan 

&  Morr's 

Central    

Western   

&  Southeastern.. 
&  Northern.. 
E 


^0,600  oo; 
ax)  00| 

lb, Km  00 
5.913.850  00 
7.882,107  49 
1,543,795  59 
7,345,053  53' 

207,617  52 


I 
$6,720  001 


8.293  061 


141,208  43 
8,171  27 


4,689,522  50 


6,250  00 


$63  83 
'52,'257'32 


42,328  33 

28  20 
14,638  71     2,904,062  78 


3.(M)0  00|, 
859,700  m\ 
20,000  001 . 


19.016  67 


151,875  00' 
30,0' 10  00| 


15  00 
4,107,094  96 


$1,223  01 

2,229  65 

427  54 

213  76 

2,372.730  66 

2,427.176  68 

662,595  29 

2,018,494  16 

20,224  29 

87  38 

2,134,993  24 

377  77 

872  i4 

374  71 

756  85 

292,471  22 


1,138,213  98 


Whit  comb 

Wisconsin 

Wisconsin 

I. a  Crosse 

Mineral  Point 

Superior  &  S. 

Eastern   Ry.   Co.  of  Minn...|        435,CtX)  OOJ 


20. 40  m 

U,7HJ  (KV, 


l,8a3,6.s'4  45 
11.030  00 


21,058  42 


21.n'>6  67; 
19, 2tK)  001, 
100,716  63' 


16,308  53 


586  79 


160,4ffl>  iiO 


54,279  65! 


37,5¥)  OO' 
22.(K)S  34| 


1,-239  99 

1,605.801  09 

20.425  64 

1,204  79 

139  2S 

4,2r>3  95 

634  13 

763  94 

613,989  10 

2.213,040  00 

966  71 

523  56 

654  46 

4,350  41 

15,936  65 


401  361 


289,678  75 

275  91 

1.928  40 

3,016  20 


Total    J$39,425,921  701      $333,011  12|  $7,223,991  39 

I  I  I 


$14,704,715  00 
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IjINE,  1906— Continued. 


from  InooiLe. 


Other 
dedactioDB. 


Total. 


$0  10 


1  97 

2,540.466  79 

6,234,194  SX 

604,368  29 

952,439  97 

1,212.169  87 

4.164.739  08 


5.130,910  28 


4  SO 


1  254 
10. 91+5  .'681 
50,425 
1^204 
64S 
139 
24.653 
12.334 
21,902 
2.477,673 
6,081,980  16'  15.441.629 

I         11,IU« 

I  523 

I         38.629 

t         23.550 

2,276  35|        119,516 


80  50 


17.943 
32,829 

727 

83,572 

10,827,047 

16,736,944 

2,808.930 

10,315.987 

1,482,340 

115 

13,907,956 

377 

7,122 

374 

3,756 

1,171,187 

20,000 


111 

65 

54 

62 

45 

80 

44 

66 

01 

58 

31 

77 

14 

71 

85 

89 

00 


99 
33 
64 

79 

49 

28 

95 

13 

86 1 

55 

46 

71 

56 

66 

41 

42 


376,826  30|  1,859.018 

3.284  651  3,560 

I  39,428 

I  25,425 


58 
56 
40 
91)1 


Net 
income. 


■| 


$3.856  05 


10,140,762  17 

8,800,552  79 

2,494,283  20 

12.852,919  33 

444.822  67 

1.884  59 

6.697,600  OO; 


845  41 


140,000  00 

11,161  18 

4.275  57, 

14,333.089  811 

166.231  27| 

7.795  14' 

8.706  15' 

1.616  10 

16.164  04 


3.267.686  12 
16.392.519  69 


12,690  46;, 


802.188  00| 

27,525  73 

231  46 


435.000  00| 
201 


12.738  97 
977,958  91 ; 


Deficit. 


Other  payments  from 
net  income. 


DiyidendSt 

common 

ptook. 


Dividends, 

preferred 

stock. 


17,273  73 

512  5<J 

90,344  99 


W, 072. 873  00 


$3,462,893  00 


4.692.313  50;    1,791,600  00 


1.298.885  OO 
7,758,737  00 


6.652,800  00 


827  50' 
6,410  05; 


2,366  47 
156,302  77 


140,000  00 


9,148.520  00 
125.000  (X) 


15,000  W 


81,981  56 
15,699  91 


787,976  00 


.fi54,012  00 
10,850.000  00 
11.672  19 

2.395  771 1 

11.728  60' I 

50  77 


484,687  00 


248  95 


39.216  08' 


960.000  00! 


No. 


$27,303,743  99 '$88,991,383  201  $77, 620, 104  81|      $427,031  84'    $46,268,110  50|  $6,527,156  OOj. 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
30 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
37 
32 

3:^ 

34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
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INCOMB  account. 


Name  of  Company. 

Other  Payments  from  Net 
Income—  Continued . 

Surplus 
from  opera- 
tions of  year 
ending  June 

80,  1906. 

Deficit 
from  opera- 
tions of  year 
ending  June 

90,1900. 

All  other. 

Total. 

1.  Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

$3,866  05 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western   

i;:;:;;;:!::;:: 

$7,873  73 
£12  50 

S.  Big  Falls  .Railway  Co 

1 

4.  Bayfield   Transfer   

1  ' 

00,844  90 

5.  Chicago,    Milwaukee   &    St. 
Paul    

(7.635.706  00 

S.AM.fiM  17 

6.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.... 

6.483.913  GO.    ^.Stld.ttao  20 

7.  Chicago.   St.   Paul,   Minnea- 
polis &  Omaha  

2,066,861  00 
7,758,79r  00 

407,422  20 

5,094,1®  S3 

44#,aSB67 

1,884  99 

44,801)00 

8.  Chicago,        Burlington        &| 

Quincy    ■ 

9.  Chicago,      Lake      Shore     & 
Elastern    

10.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior.... 

11.  Illinois  Central   

6,659,866  66 

12.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

807  50 

13.  Chicago,  Harvard  &  G.  Lake 

6.410  03 

14.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

845  41 

15.  Drumraond  &   Southwestern 

2.306  47 
156.302  77 

16.  Duluth,   South   Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

■ 

17.  Duluth,'   Superior    &    West- 
ern Terminal  Co 

140,000  00 

18.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

11,161  18 

19.  Fairchld  &   Northeastern    .. 

$ll,flra  42 

11,6731  4« 

9,148,580  00 

125,000  00 

7,397  85 

20.  Great    Northern    

5,184,569  31 
41,231  27 

7,795  14 

21.  Green  Bay  &  Western  i 

a?.  Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 
Superior     

23.  IlazelhurKt  &  Southeastern. 

15,000  00 

6.283  85 

24.  loin  &  Northern   

1,616  10 
10,104  01 

27.  Kewaunee,     Green    Bay     & 
Western    

20.  I^ke    Superior    Terminal   & 
Transfer  Ry.   Co 

81,901  56 
15,699  91 

27.  Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 
Western    

28.  Minneapolis,     St.      Paul     & 
Snult  Sto.   Mnrie   

1.088,609  00 
10,850,000  00 

2,228,987  12 
6,512,519  69 

29.  Northern    Pacific    

30.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co.. 

11,672  19 

2,396  77 

11,728  60 

fiO  77 

31.  IU>bblns  Railway   Co 

32.  Stanley,   Merrill  &   Phillips. 

JO.  Winona  Bridg..^  Ry.   Co 

m.  Wisconsin   &    Michigan 

12,690  46 

35.  Whitcomb  &   Morris   

248  95 

36.  Wisconsin   Onfral    

802,188  00 
27,525  73 

37.  Wisconsin    Western    

38.  Mineral   Point  &  Northern.. 

30,216  08 

30.  La   Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

231  40 
12,738  97 
17,958  91 

40.  Superior  &  Southeastern  ... 

41.  Eastern  Ry.   of  Minn 

960,000  00 

Total    

$11.973  42 

$52,806,069  92 

^4,886,826  80 

$440,723  51 

Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WHOLE    LINE,    1900-ContInued. 


Sarplas  on 

June  90, 

1905. 


Deficit  on 

Jaae  30, 

1905. 


Additions 
for  year. 


Dedactions 
for  year. 


Surplus  on 

Jane/.O, 

1906. 


Deficit  on 

Jane  90, 

1906. 


FT"« 


SO. 


1741  41 
93.2:^  24 

$3,114  64 

1 

$100,494  97 

Q 

$1,707  SO 

1.255  06 

a 

540,085  43 

• 

630.430  42 

4 

31,lg5.001  fiO 

33,789,997  76 
13,956,820  30 

3.092,490  16 

41,058,434  -,' 

1,306,828  .A 

li 

11,910  181  01 

3,686.067  90 

SG,5O1.250  41 

866,334  56 

a 

7 

•    ••/•■••■•••■a 

s 

$189  77 

$4,518  04 

'"i!oio*97 

0 

2,935  56 

10 

4,420.987  04 

4.474  787  ( 

11 

827  50 

!,> 

12,069  08 

18,499  08     V.i 

1,734  05 

2,5r9  46 

14 

14.7ffr  56 
2,460,420  22 

17.124  05 
2,616,756  33 

15 

33  33 
1,006  29 

10 

30..?45  52 

34,737  23 
21,471  04 

17 

10.309  86 

IS 

999  06 

8,396  91 

10 

19.144.836  86 

7.18.240  30 
30.000  00 

23.503.105  81 
177.539  88 

24,461  77 
9.170  52 
7,580  83 

47,112  17 

20 

109,306  61 

21 

16.696  63 

?2 

15,404  37 

?3 

5,964  73 

}f4 

35,948  18 

5,000  00 

25 

81,981  56 
36.797  56 

26 

21.067  67 

27 

4.234, 1?2  46 
14,381,219  20 

1,OW,000  00 

5,413.100  58 
19,939,979  40 

2S 

13.240  42 



20 

87,134  59 

48.806  78 
2,395  77 

30 

n 

18.6Q0  11 

2,964  27 

9,844  73 
20,059  ."» 
13,419  71 

32 

20,110  Of> 
729  2S 

33 

:t4 

248  95 

35 

499.642  97 

438,670  98 

863.159  99 
86,139  59 

.S6 

58,613  86 

87 

19,613  12 
2,916  60 

58.83)20 
2,685  14 

38 

39 

12.738  97 
5OT,94O90 

40 

631,630  87 

8.344  52 

41 

126,490,854  79 

$3,205,991  51 

$24,738  96 

$2,266,071  00 

$149,054,988  51 

$3,625,305  20 

36~~R.  R. 
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DARNINGS     FROM      OPERATION      OF     ROADS     DOING      BUSINESS      IN 

YELiR  DNDING 


Name  of  Coi  pany 


WiscoDBin. 


1. 
2. 
.?. 
4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

U. 
10. 
11. 
1*. 
13. 

U. 

13. 

W. 
17. 
IS. 
IS/. 

?1. 

21. 
'>2. 

.v.» 


2.\ 

2:). 
so. 

.r>. 

.•?^!. 
»7. 

■10. 

41. 
4-2. 

43. 


Abbot sfonl    &    Northojisteru 

Ah  ua  poo  &    West  orn    

mg  Fulls  Railway  Co 

(^ilcaffo,   Milwaukee  and  St. 

Paul    

Chicago  &   Northwestern 

Chicajro,     St.     I^iiil,    Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  

(^licaK'o.       Riirlington      and 

Qulucy     

Chicago,     Ii«ike     Shore     and 

Kastern    

Chlcak'o  &  Liike  Superior   .. 

Illinois   Central    

(Hiippewa  River  &  Northern 

Chl.^  Ilarv.  &  Geneva  L» 

(niippewa    Valley    &    North 

ern    

Druniiuond  &  Southwestern. 
Duluth.    South   Shore  &  At- 

lantie     

T>u nl>a r  &  Wausau kee  

Palrchlld    &    Northeastern.. 

Great  Northern    

Green  Ray  &   Western  

Gleuwood  &  Northern   

Hawthorne,     Nebasrsimon    & 

Superior   

Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern. 

lola  &   Northern    

Kewaunee,    Green    Ray    and 

Western    

John  R.  Davis    Lumber    Co. 

Losr^rinjr  R.  R 

Lake    Superior    Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.  Co 

Mattoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette,     Tomahawk    and 

Western      

Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    and 

Vsliland    

Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    and 

Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern  Paeiflo   

Nortli western    Coal   Ry.    Co. 

Pol)biiis   Railwjiy   Co 

Staifley,   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Winona   Rrldpe  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Miehlfmn  

&  Morris  

Central  

Western    

Lake    Shore    and 


Total 
pasceuKer 
eaiu  ugs. 


${,W4  O'j 

32,384  73 

544  22 

4,32;i,a26  10 
»a,8S>.451  41 

1,X7,S12  43 

:>02,.'<i:>  «> 


i.;r>i  23 

47,Fia  fiT 
17.297  21 


117,9 ;,'}  tt> 

8)1  ;« 

4,JKK5  01 

9^,2'76  28 

145, Oyj  72 


253  00 

644  JK) 
1,7.T7  (iH 

30,415  05 


Whitcomb 
Wisconsin 
Wis<'onsin 
Ravtield. 

Western    

nillsl)oro  &  Northeastern... 
R<»ddis     Lumber    &    Veneer 

Co 

Superior  &  S>outheastern   ... 


Total 


213  47 
1,277  SR 

:).ct7  }J0 

9'4  S'> 

890,790  81 
173.  ;«2  17 


3,6'>6  19 


1,365,793  91 
23,9^7  8? 

1 .390  &7 
3.745  47 


Total 

fieif;ht 

earum..{8. 


$23,504  78 

30,349  73 

6,781  70 

11,006,372  25 
i9,4(X$,199  08 

3,680.430  11 

1,944,370  38 
58,011  84 

i.7:«  6.« 

54,127  90 

i3,ax)  m 

H,780  28 

10.S«2  60 
14,768  22 

157.679  58 

23,908  95 

30.63»7:J 

9«),810  08 

454.318  W 

4,513  40 

47,886  50 

22,752  74 

5,674  86 

86, 0«?  38 

2,061  63 

9,6(25  67 
28,905  08 

45, '16  66 

63,944  32 

1,4.71,600  73 

»41,S77  77 

15,9rX)  S5 

19,90C^  S-> 

126,. W8  30 


$12,781,106  90 


150,952  66 

3.081  61 

4,192,806  40 

45,502  5y 

8,417  70 
7,213  01 

6,139  4S 
19,564  G6 


$34,678,782  88 


Total 
other  e  irn- 

IQffS. 


$1,267  31 


To  al 
gross  earn- 
ings from 
operation. 


|8S,53S  17 

6>,734  46 

7,3>5  93 


58,800  74   15,3»,990  15 
»35,473  34  113,384,124  43 

86,978  56     5,,'J55,2>1  10 


15,680  34 

I 
89,972  » 


820  49 


450  54 


201  05 
40,607  74 


108  00 
4  80 


1,288  30 


45  or 


20,472  43 
50,378  99 


2,798  00 

13,100  ;« 

9,128  43 


4,171  23 


700 


$381,997  67 


2,4G.>,446  61 

02,584  IS 

.1.083  91 

102,767  96 

13,495  96 
n2,077  46 

10,93?  61 
14,768  22 

276,056  03 

24,710  27 

35,799  73 

1,106,674  05 

600,007  78 

4,513  40 

48,197  50 

2:?, 40?  44 

7,442  54 

116,497  43 

2,061  63 

11,127  63 
30,18?  91 

51,210  25 

64,898  67 

1,882,880  (17 

565.638  9iJ 

15.JXX)  85 

19, 20:^  82 

133,04'5  39 

13,109  m 

181,685  59 

3.081  61 

5,662,851  54 

09,510  41 

9,798  37 
10,965  48 

6,130  48 
19,564  66 


$47,836,266  88 


1  Proportional. 
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WISCONSIN  AS  RBPORTBD  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOR  THE 
JUNE  30.   1006. 


Wiacon^iD'Con 


Mileaf^e  upon 
which  hased. 


Whole  Line. 


Total 
pahsoiifrer 

earuiu^s 


16  16 
3i  00 
21  00 

1 ,710  4-1 


^,(774  o: 
544  22 
13,608,137!  13 


1,778  (>5    1(>,170,52.3  X 


744  0-) 
223  57 

IS  .V 

;5  (X 

01  31 

24  Of 
5  5( 

10  or 
8  1^ 

111  2r 

13  50 
3-J  0( 
37  7< 

14  00 

25  01 

11  « 

4  7( 

36  'iX) 

20  50 

10  .•« 
2y  36 

43  77 

45  31 

356  (W 
134  GO 

5  in- 

3f)  (K 

a^  :?» 
.74 
73  ns 
n  c/^ 

841  20 

51  in 

12  00 

6  00 

10  00 

779 


6,948  76 


3.630,282  06 

19,725,280  34 


1,3'1  2: 
12,{OJ,73->  2< 

14, Tin  4; 


U74,10S  8r 

801  :« 


25.S  00 

6U  \Kf 

1,707  fH 

30,415  Oo 


213  47 
1,277  88 

5,r>47  90 

J)"i4  3?i 

2,253.»V>  00 
13,070,. •r70  02 


3,'''.N  II 

38,047  27 


1.084,400  W 
23,i>47  8? 

1.380  (17 
3,745  47 


198.704.006  96 


Total 

fr^iKht 

earQings. 


Total 
othtir  carn- 


$23,594 

30,340 

6,781 

36,a«,506 
30,427,00? 

8,138,931 

43,410,038 

3,^(71.784 

i,7:i? 

;»,748,;ai!) 

i:i,ir.ft 

i>.  'Of) 

14,76S 

l,0JiO.  j«l 

23,fM)S 

4>l,olS 
4,-^3 

47,8:W 

2'J,7rx» 

5,»r71 

SO,(H.» 

2,001 

9.0-?'> 
28,005 

4=>,516 

0.3,014 

6,414,962 
38,390,027 

15,  IKK) 

ii>.cra 


73 
73 
70 

81 

3<. 

60 
S3 
70 

;« 

(s; 


r. 


?ll,2"ff7  34 


150,4<W  71 

147,747  48 

W8,GS2  47 
2,OJO,038  85 

4Gl,fJ07  99 
3,}^7,754  04 


33,2?>5  Zt] 


73 

OO' 
40 

I 
6:J 


201  Ot"> 
(:4h,i'13  79 


lOS  00 
4  M» 


071  1,28S  39 

03 


CO 

90 

75 


194,915 

3,0M 

4,049,097 

45,5<}2 

8,417 
7,213 

6,130 
19,504 


01 
49 
5j 

70 
01 

42 
OP 


244.105.368  48 


43  09 


120,007  20 
l,2W,76r>  58 


2.7^»s  !x) 
2','"t  Ki 
14,513  09 


14,178  44 


700 


$9,001,909  19 


Total 

gross  earii- 

iuga  from 

operation. 


Miloage 

upon 

wliLch 

bated. 


No. 


!}!28,536  17 

02,T.U  4<> 

7,;i?5  92 

40,884,113  65 
35,745,275  17 

11,997,J^6  75 

(>5,ia>,858  02. 

4,3i{,0')>  w[ 

lijy.y  Ull 

49.a:JO..s^i  10 
i;5,49>  «>• 

24,1'>4  93' 
lO.'.'K  ♦« 
1 J ,7(J8  2> 

2,700. 9.«  0> 

24,710  i7 

3>.7!«^  75' 

3{),'»77,720  T\) 

(300.077  7f. 

4,513  40 

48.197  TjO 

23.40?  41 

7, 142  .>4 

110,497  4;? 

2,0«n  OJ 

11,127  VJ 
;«,182  91 

51 ,210  25 

04.81X8  07 

R.7^fr.RS5  19 

50,771,070  9.-) 

l').'.>00  s-> 

ID.-.'O:?  .«-? 

i:«.or>  .IM 

2').<«1  s:t 

247,471  J  6> 

3. (NT  01 

0,048. 283  40 

09,510  41 

9^,798  ,37 
10,905  48 

6.1.«  46 
10,«M  06 


846.991.412  m 


15  10       1 

a  oo'     2 

21  oo:    3 


I 


I 


0,897  67 

7,408  13 

I 

1,082  22 

I 

8.501  64 

44'^*  3? 

3  (>► 
4,:?7^1  91 

24  (X> 
11  (X» 

10  (X); 

8  1S| 

5S5  81 

13  '0 
.33  0!) 

4. 907  49 
22'»  0!) 

14  OOJ 

25  00 

11  00 

4  70 
36  70 
20  50 
10  33 


4 

5 

0 

7 

.s 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 
IS 
19 
20 

21 
22 

23 

24 
25 
20 


29  361     27 
43  77      28 


45  34 

1.773  98 
5,. 31 4  93, 

8  <J(>| 
^)  00 

5>  ;».•' 
1  a; 

1.31  lY* 

0  no 

977  04 

51  97 

12  00 
500 

10  00 
779 


43.960  15 


50 
30 

n 

32 
3:} 
31 
33 
3r') 

30 

40 

41 

43 
43 
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EARNINGS  prom  OPERATION. 
Summary  of  Elarnlngs  from   Operation   of  roads  6o\ng  Business   In   Wisconsin 

WISCONSIN.. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 

11. 

12. 
13. 
U. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 

20. 
21. 
2?. 
23. 
24. 

26. 
26. 

27. 
28. 
29. 
.'». 
31. 
32. 
33. 
31. 
35. 
38. 
37. 

an. 

40. 


Namo  of  Company . 


Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western   

B\g  Falls    

OhI.  Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

C^hlcajTo  &  Northwestern 

Chi  capo,    St.    Paul,    Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  

Chicago,     Burl.     &     Quincy 
I  .  •-..   -.1.  .j.^»  ^v   l.j,sto:i 

Illinois  Central  

(?hjppt*\va  River  &,  Northern 
Chi.,  Harv.  &  Ceneva  I^ake 

Chippewa  Valley   &  Nor 

Drummond   &  Southwestern 
I>ul.,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

Falrchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 

Saperior  

Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern. 
Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Lake   Superior    Terminal    & 

Transfer    

Mattoon  Railway  Co 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      ^ 

Western   

Mpla.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern  Coal  

Bobbins  Railway  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Winona  Bridge  

Wisconsin  &  MIchfiran   

&  Morris  

Central  

Western    

&  ^Southeastern . . 
Sniiilu\M«rprn   ... 


Whitcomb 
Wisconsin 
Wisconsin 
I-a  Crosse 


lN>r!rli<*   I.nmbor  &  Venpor  . 
MInornI   Point  &   Northern 

Totnl     


Total 
passenger 
earningti . 


$3,508  93 

?4,711  42 

OlS  S9 

4,657,496  12 

4.213,567  14 

l,765,.7r6  07 
650,185  37 

'"  »il16  64 

air  to 

6,918  46 


136,. 315  9r 

899  56 

5,201  03 

105,243  71 

153,693  47 

SB9  00 

31?  S8 

3,9S7  75 

1,833  » 

30,822  04 

316  60 
1,788  53 

5.860  33 
423.523  46 
190,696  30 


8.089  19 


24,7^  49 


1.420.S99  10 
25,021  52 
40,633  37 


Total 

freight 

earnings. 


$29,274;  «( 

33,060  82 

7,973  16 

11,691,541  06 

11,143,967  63 


Total 
other 
earniogs. 


4,058,4.'51 
2,542  127 

:r^.o  'n 

65,976 

ii,i;« 

6,326 

11,135 
27,068 

216,772 

24,610 

16,757 

1,052..308 

450,047 


31 

06 

K 

16 

91 

22 

34 

40 

63 

12 

63 

38 

88 


9r,607U 

15.711?  61 

8,064  38 

4,868  91 

94,590  07 


28,819  30 


64,112 
1,584,342 

370,308 
20,700 
23,110 

190,244 


87 
94 

96 
08 
85 
93 


6.933  8? 


n3.Fn,c?i  or 


1«?,629 

3,496 

4.454,329 

48,n80 

27,119 

2'<.sm 

6.174 

S9.642 


04 

On 
84 
29 
44 

fO 
3fi 


538,620,076  6S 


11,438  46 


60,379  66 
37.856  77 

99,0)2  27 
23,338  66 
44,41W  0> 

^58  48 


566  04 


246  00 

124,069  51 

5,629  17 

9,040  00 


500 


1.384  78 
16,249  86 


55  00 

7,289  27 

34,403  00 


2.007  17 

M4,106  73 

29,405  24 


88.426  20 


156  74 


|j44.362  n 


Total  groBd 
eamines 

from 
operation. 


$34,312  34 

67,772  24 

8,587  06 

16,409,416  84 

15,395  421  54 

5,923,069  6) 
3,115,651  U 

124.851  28 
11,»43  S6 
13.244  68 
11,135  34 
S7.068  40 

353,644  64 

25,509  68 

22,204  66 

1.281,663  60 

009,370  52 

00.900  14 

16,08*>  49 

12,077  13 

6,70?  83 

126,726  80 

16,566  59 
90,637  83 

60,028  20 

2,015,0)5  67 

505.408  26 

20.700  08 
23,n0  85 

140,341  29 

14,10^73 

246,838  77 

3,496  05 

5.913,149  14 

78.701  81 
67,742  81 
SS.^l  80 

6.i:4  .sn 

4n.?3?  8? 


*53,04?.0'J0  S5 


1  Tolls. 
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WISCONSIN  AND  WHOLB  lilNB,  1«W. 

as  reported   to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  90,   190G. 

WHOLE  LINE. 


Mileage 
ux)onr- 
which  . 
based. 


Total 
passenger 
earnings. 


Total 
.  freight 
earuiugs. 


15.16 

31. 

21. 
1,731.75 
1,801.01 

768.70 

19.8b 

91.31 

21. 
5.6C 

11.7. 

8.1} 

114.21 

13. 5C 

87. 

37.a^ 
2215. 

38.50 

11.00 

5.00 

4.T0 

36.70 

17.51 
20.36 

43.77 

366.6(> 

134.5(1 

8. 

30. 

5e.30 

.54 

73.78 

6. 

841.29 

51.97 

43.00 

15.87 

12.50 

30.00 


7,000.90 


^,606  03 

34,711  4:^ 

613  86 

16.036,880  47 

17,3r4,97a  86 

4.001,789  « 
2U,45tJ,341  11 


210  96 
13,836  91 


1,0^.(»2I  50 

899  56 

5.201  03 

10,801.616  81 

153.098  47 

289  OC 

319  88 

3, 987  75 

1,883  IK 

30,802  01 

316  66 
1,788  53 

5,800  33 

3,005.000  72 
16.244,095  19 


8.069  19 


42.303  41 


1,763,010  38 

26,021  se 

40.823S7 


6,983  82 


|1O0,8M,668  49 


129,274  96 

33,000  82 

7,973  16 

40,230,718  98 

46,0SI,lO0  19 


8.708.9M 

60,7ykr,774 

3,662,127 
84,78t>,467 

11,  la? 

12,65^ 

11,135 

27,068 

1,944.1:^ 

24.610 

16.757 

34,941.207 

450,047 


12 
36 
11 

It; 
91 
14 

31 
10 

78 
12 
68 
26 
88 


ff7,097  11 

15,712  61 

3,061  37 

4,868  91 

94,520  07 


28,819  30 


54,112 

8,497,251 

43.616,181 

20,700 

29.110 

130,244 


87 
39 

18 
08 
85 
98 


252,580 

3.490 

5.330,726 

48.680 

27,119 

SS,891 

6,174 

39,612 


50 
05 
24 
29 
14 
80 
39 
96 


1079,966,906  67 


Total 

other 

earnings. 


(Total  grostt. 

.oaruiuffs 
•^    from 

operation. 


$1,438  46 


155,453  54 
UiO,06e80 

SS8.Se0  78 

2,16ti,'ZI0  41 

619,209  46 

4,3^,431  87 


25,011  45 


246  00 

091,312  50 

5,629  17 

8.010  00 


500 
16,249  86 


55  00 

85.020  19 

1.271,779  10 


2,007  17 

»26,907  29 

29,105  24 


67,673  19 


156  74 


10,806,979  01 


134,312  84 

67.779  21 

8,587  05 

56,423,052  99 

as.48i»n7  96 

18,007.017  47 

T3,413,3»5  88 

4,311,336  90 

51,734,291  50 

11,313  88 

26,489  35 

11,135  34 

27,068  40 

3,067,808  73 

25,509  68 

22.204  66 

46,494,226  67 

609,370  62 

60,969  14 
16,082  49 
12,077  13 

126,726  89 

16,566  52 
30,697  83 


60, 

11,688, 

61.1S2, 

20, 

23, 

140, 

26, 

824, 

3, 

7,151, 

73, 

67, 

28, 

6, 

46. 


028  20 
290  23 

655  47 

700  08 
110  85 
341  29 
907  29 
239  24 
496  05 
3S9  7» 

701  81 
742  81 
891  80 
174  39 
732  82 


9902,780,G78  47 


Mileage 

upou 

'which 

based. 


No. 


15.16 

34. 

21. 
7.013.51 
7.428.77 

1.008.27 

8,473.9.1 

499.11 

4,423  87 

21. 

11. 

11.71 

8.18 

692.63 

13.50 

37. 

6,183.11 

225. 

33.50 
11. 

5. 

4.70 
36.70 

17.51 
29.30 

43.77 

2.000.39 

5,401.11 

8. 

30. 

56.30 

1.08 

123. 2J> 

6.00 

977.01 

51.81 

13.99 

15.87 

12.50 

30.60 


44.695.87 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
26 

26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
36 
39 
40 


5  05  a 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


EARNINGS  FROM  OPKRATION  OF  ROADS  DOING  BUSINI^S^  IN  \VISCX>N- 

ENDING  JUNE  30, 

Passenger 


Name  of  Com  pan  r. 


1. 
2. 


.>. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

!». 

10. 

11. 
l\ 
1.?. 
14. 
15. 

1«. 
17. 
IS. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
23. 

S». 
2t. 

2rK 
2ii. 

27. 
28. 
St'. 

',n. 


Al^bo(.^for(l  &  Northeastern. 

AlniJipee  &   Western    

RlK  Falls  

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
(  liieajro  &  Northwesli-rn  .. 
(hieatfo,     St.     Paul,    Mluue- 

apolls  &  Omaha  

(ill.,  Iiurlin;?ton  &  Quini'.v. 
(Mii.,   Ilarv.  &  Geneva   Ljjke 

Illinois   t'entral    

CliipiK'wa   River  &   Northern; 
DuL,   S.   Slinre  &  Atl:mlic...l 

lMiit»:ir  A:    XVjnis.-uikei*    " 

Faircliihl  &   Njirthoastern   .. 

(ins'u   Hay  &   Western   

Hawthorne,     N(  bajr.'.nion    & 

SniMM-ior   

Ilazelhnrst  &  Si»utlu'ast»»rn. . 
llillsboro  &  Northeastern   .. 

I<)la  &  Northern  

Great   Nortliern    

Kewaunee,  Green  Ray  &  W. 
I^a  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
Ijake    Superior    Terminal    & 

Transfer  

Mat  toon  Railway  Co 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.   P.  &  S.  St«'.   M.. 

Northern   Pa<iti<!  

Stanley.   Merrill  &   Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  MIchlK-an   

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin  Western  


Totals 


Passenger 
re  venae. 


^^,$.n  71 

2«,7.i<!  :^ 
S?8  7i 

n,i2:{,:>ir)  2t> 

lo,2i\i,lX}  0.) 

;;.44'),i4i  oj 

lO.ail.Cn  44 

]ii, :'.{■)  !*') 

10,ir7,<  .:?  <>.' 

210  '.)', 

i^2>,>  '.7  7" 

1-20,. --4  \>\ 


2:V.  00 

IVJ  4/> 

3.211  4.'{ 

1,''X)  51 

S,?14,877  0'> 

■25,^  ►>  ,s-) 

37,(ni>  Gl 


Less  repayments. 


Tickets 
redeemed. 


ar 


Excels  fares 
refunded. 


Other  re- 
payments. 


^  ,^ 


*5,2:fr  Wi 

i2,<jar  (50 


$7%, 452  OH 
7,915  42 


173,031  S> 


f 1,52a  39 


l,73i  ;iS 


1,34.7  37 

0,11. J  !)•> 

4.rj«J  21 

2, 427. rws  'M 

13,S71.«  ;k>  Tit 

s,(>>2  .■■>•' 

;?s,S'>;;  v? 

l,42.>.:r»<>  <)4 

I4,3:rr  27 


4^ J, 504  Of) 


V2,\i£i  H) 


fS4,ae7,(>Gl  15|       $119,41^J  58 


35,041  50 


S5F77,399  30 


34.050  93 


171,521  K 
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SIN   AS   RBPORTKD   TO    THK  RAIL.ROAD   COMMISSION    FOR   TIIK  YEAR 
1906,   WHOLE  LINE!. 

Fjfkvnlngs. 


Total 
deductioQs. 


Total 

paaaenger 

reveuae . 


Mail. 


Express. 


Extra 
baggage 

and 
storage). 


^  Sh 


S11.000  02 
2>,436  41 


173,081  82 


35,911  50 


80,861  02 


12,929  80 


fl,16B,418l  70 


$2,801  71 

aas  r, 

1,128,545  22 
14,441,415  Oi 

3,4^,704  66 
16,211,685  44 

10,004,041  27 

210  &5 
9^7,101  it 

3,010  42 
126,664  91 

232  00 

15»  45 

3,241  43 

1,550  51 

8,778,8(15  55 

25,802  85 

37,019  68 


1.3+7  37 
0,113  i)' 

4, use  21 

2,427,598  94 

18,791,389  07 

8,022  db 

38,803,82 

1,412,434  14 

14,307  27 


$80,8».2I7  45 


1644  67 
3,04;i  7. 


1,606,087  02 
1,466,047  9? 

f  70, 500  3ij 

2,:*  29,000  01 

430  90 

010,018  62 


59,6U8  70 


1.302  33 
17,813  89 


215  00 

225  28 

3,360  64 

68:2  09 


441  16 


1,009  33 
242.243  00 
910,208  70 


2,09fT  80 

127,679  31 

3,047  31 


18,090,088  OB 


$60  00 

285  li 
1,092.329  00 
1,198,392  04 


247,083  9 
1,440,392  00 


1,354,231  17 


45,703  2t> 


91  Sh 
6,251  94 


166  43 

407  50 

58  13 

£64,154  26 

1 ,014  71 

1,999  92 


7!M  72" 

20OO0 

175,445  43 

006,265  10 

05  41 

616  31 

133,281  53 

6,962  92 


$2  65 

0/1  1;. 


101,070  74 
223,413  34 

60,563  60 
245,713  39 


167,314  05 

"iiisooa^ 


100  90 
9,648  87 


123  82 


109.339  34 
547  8* 


243  05 


25  15 

67  79 

26.046  66 

189,00167 

1  20 

95  48 

16,477  9'> 

418  77 


|7,9B7,tfO  06|      |1,»0.877  77 


Othor 
items. 


No. 


$062,998  49 
45,104  51 

3,900  00 
241,509  67 


189,787  09 
44,488  67 


403  88 


435,796  90 


321  14 

73  01 


134,716  09 
387,880  15 


73,167  43 
1,285  25 


$2,621,082  94 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

iJ 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 
16 
J7 
IS 
19 
20 
21 

23 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 


^'^*.*. 
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Eepobt  of  the  Kaileoad  Commission. 


EARNINGS  FROM  OPERATION, 

Freight 


Total 
passenger 
earnings. 

Fragbt 
revenue. 

Less  Repay 

Name  of  Ck>mpaoy . 

Overcharge 
to  shippers. 

O  her  re- 
payments. 

1.  Abbotsford   A   Northeastern 

$3.506  98 

34,711  42 

613  89 

15.086,880  47 

17,374,372  93 

4,004,792  62 
20,458,341  11 

^,27i96 

33.481  60 

7.973  16 

40,187,710  08 

46,353,992  16 

8,996,086  90 

50,714,275  74 

3.666,399  96 

12,652  44 

35,375,213  84 

11,132  91 

27,068  40 

1,960,772  50 

11.135  34 

24.610  12 

16,848  37 

460.047  88 

57,697  14 

15,966  58 

8,064  38 

4,868  91 

2S.040.227  21 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

$420*84 

3.  Big-  Falls  

4.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

6.  Chicagro  &  Northwestern  ... 
6.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneap- 
olis &  Omaha  

615.414  21 
187.0f)8  69 

$36,726  37 
56.862  43 

7.  Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy. 

8.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  E^nstern 

Si265"64 

9.  Chi..  Harv.  &  Geneva  L«ake. 

13,836  91 

12,625,392  20 

210  95 

10.  Illinois  Central    

1,738.080  45 

11.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

12.  Drummond  &  Southwestern. 

13.  Ehil.,    S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

1.0fl8,642  60 

29.532  45 

14.  Chippewa  V.  &  Northern 

15.  IHinbar  &  Wausaukee   

899  56 

5,201  OS 

1.53,693  47 

232  00 

3'19  8F 

3,987  75 

1,333  0.1 

10,861,646  81 

30,822  04 

40,623  37 

316  66 

1,738  53 

6,933  8i? 

6,890  33 

3.005,990  72 

10,244,696  19 

16.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern... 

90  74 

17.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

18.  Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 
Superior  

19.  Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern. 

243  97 

20.  Hlllsboro    &    Northeastern.. 

21.  It  111  &  Northern  '. 

22.  Great  Northern   

150.492  27 

23.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

94,520  07 
27,119  44r 

24.  lift  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

25.  Lake    Superior    Terminal   & 
Transfer  

26.  Mattoon  Railway  Co 

28,849  30 

27.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 

39,735  35 

(n  OQ 

28.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

64,3U  33             am  ea 

29.  Mpls.,  St.   P.  &  S.   Ste.  M. 

8,468,874  49 

43.714,500  28 

20,700  08 

30.  Northern  Pacific  

'  2821817  65 

31.  Northwestern  Coal  

32.  Robbing    

23.110  66 

6,174  39 

130,501  32 

28,891  80 

252,880  50 

3,496  05 

5,426,666  46 

48,620  29 

33.  Roddis  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co... 

34.  Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

8,039  19 

256  39 

35.  Superior  &   Southeastern    .. 

36.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan    

42,309  41 

37.  Whitcomb  &  Morris   

3S.  Wif.  f.n^in  Central  

39.  Wisconsin  Western  

L  :r,:,.040  ^6 

25,021  52 

109.429  82 

Total    

1102.844,699  49 

$882,881,118  18 

$2,806,914  36 

$242,060  07 

Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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whole  LIND,  1906-Contlnued. 
Ekirnlngs. 


ments. 


Totoi 
deductions. 


Total 

freight 

reveDue. 


Stock  yards. 


Elevators 


Other  items. 


Total 

freight 

earuings. 


No. 


f  £20  81 


551,189  5S 
242, 921  02 

"29!  532  45; 


90  74 


243  97 


150,402  27 


$29,274  9& 

33.060  82 

7,973  16 

«>,19r,710  08 

45,8Ue;,85;J  56 

5.7W,lft5  94 

50,714,275  74 

3,002,127  4.4 

12,6&>  44 

34,&'f7,124  30 

11,13^91 

27,068  40 

1,9:W,240  O"} 

11,135  »4 

24,<rlO  12 

16,757  63 

450,047  88 

m,(m  14 

15,712  01 

8,084  38 

4,808  91 

34,896,734  94 

94, .'130  07 

27,119  44 


19,496  61 


78,498  e> 


183,513  81 


$148,253  61 
10,798  18 


151,»13  10 
"i3i884  7.3 


42,532  3? 


$29,274  95 

33,060  &> 

7,973  16 

40,280,718  98 

45,951,100  19 


3,763,9:4 

50,792  774 

3,a)>,127 

12,0'K 

34,788,467 

11,132 

27,068 

l,944,ld4 

11,1.'J6 

24,610 

10,757 

450,017 

57,097 

15,712 

8.084 

4,868 

34,941,207 

94,5c>0 

27,119 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
13 
16 
17 
13 
19 
20 
21 
22 
07i  23 
44'    24 


1-3 
36 
44 
44 
49 
91 
40 
78 
34 
12 

ai 

88 
14 
61 
38 
91 
26 


25 
20 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
3i 
33 
34 
S5 
33 
37 
38 
3'J 


Off  00 
201,51 


282,817  Oj 


250  30 


100,429  82 


28 

;» 
r>4 

8,40S 

13,1.31 

20 

23 

6 

130 

28 

25? 

3 

5,317 

48 


,849  30 

,au  20' 

,112  87, 
,074  7t) 
,7S1  01 
,7(X)  OP 
,110  S') 
,174  Si) 
,244  93 
,«>1  80 
,.'580  F,(i 
,406  0' 
.236  04 
,080  39 


$3,106,904  42 


$279,272,123  76 


28,570  53 
184,. '199  57 


13,489  m 


$87,995  26 


$33,512  81 


$509,277  64 


28 

39 

54 

8,497 

43,616 

20 

23 

6 

130 

28 

2)52 

3 

5,330 

48 


819  30 
(54?  26 
112  87 
2.51  3; 
181  18 
700  08 
110  85 
174  39 
244  9'^ 
891  80 
580  .50 
496  05 
726  24 
630  29 


$E279,986,908  97 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commissioi^. 


EARNINGS  FROM  QPBHIATION, 

Other 


Name  of  Company. 


Total  pas- 

seD^er  and 

fre.glitearu- 

ings. 


Other  Earnings. 


^  Car 
mileage — 
Balance. 


Switching 
charges- 
Balance. 


Telegraph 
companie!!. 


1.  AbbotBford  &  Northeastern. 

$32,873  8S 

ff7,772  24 

8,  )87  05 

55,2Gi,'m  45 

OJ,  325,479*  12 

12,7<K'.755  74 

71,261,115  47 

3,a)V.127  44 

2<J,489  35 

47,4i:>,859  GO 

11, 3«  m 

2r  ,(*W  40 

3,0»>,7aT  2S 

11,135  34 

21  ,<Jj8  m 
eOU,741  35 

57,929  14 
in,(«i  49 
12,072  13 

$78  56 

2.  Ahnanec  &  Western 

3.  Biff   Falls    

4.  (4u..  Milwaukee  &  St     Paul 

27,164  75 

5.  C'hieaffo  &  Northwestern   ... 

0.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneap- 
olis &  Ouiaha  

$115,211  19 

$57.5S2  68 
970,533  72 
346.167  07 

7.  Chi..   Burlington  &  Quincy. 

8.  Clii..   L4ike  Shore  &  Eastern 

180.804  76 

257,602  02 

9.  Chi..  Ilarv.  &  Geneva  Liike. 

10.  Illinois   Central    

97,886  40 

287,788  72 

7,538  2J 

11.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

12.  Dnnnuiond   &    Southwestern 

1;J.  l)ul..   S.   Shore  &  Atlantic.. 

(m  GO 

14.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

15.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

m 

10.  Falrchild  &  Norrhea.stern     .. 

246  00 

5,061  53 

3,040  00 

17.  rireen  Bay  &  Western   

IS.  Hawthorne     Nebagamon     & 
Superior   

507  64 

19.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern. 

kV.  liillsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 

.       ...         1   

21.  lola  &   .\orthern   

0.702  IM 

1 

2.^  (Ireat  Northern   

45,9a>,J)14  07 

12>,.S42  11 

67,742  SI 

.316  6  > 

415,a»  01 

1,370  78 

9.574  92 

2. J.  Kewaunee,  (jlreen  Bay  &  W. 

24.  Lji  Crosse  &  Southetistern. . 

25.  L^ke    Superior    Terminal    & 
Ti'ansfer  

437  94 

15.057  5^ 

116.  Mattoon    

.'?0,(!37  83 

27.  Mineral    I*oint  &   Nortliern. 

4«.>7G  (W 

.%,f/73  20 

ll,5(M.-il>04 

5y,SfH),-<7G  :i7 

•20,700  08 

75  59 

81  15 

LN.  Marinette,  Toninhawk  &  W. 

x<>.  Mpls.,   St.  l\  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

736  40 

67,747  .'Jl 

;W.  Northern   Patitic*   

310,465  12 

72.557  98 

31.  Nortli western   Coal    

3>.  Rol)blns    

2^^.110  So 

3J.  Roddis     Lumber    &     Veneer 
Co 

6,174  39 

i;j8,;m  12 

28, SW  80 

34.  Stanley,      Merrill     &      Phil- 
lips      

1,984  00 

S3  17 

n'f.  Superior  &   Southeastern 

3>.  Winona    Bridge    

37.  Wisconsin  &   Michigan   

204,884  (X) 

3,4>9f;  a5 

7,o:kj,7gg  eo 

7:?,roi  81 

10,112  65 

.T>^.  Whitcomb  &  Morris   

S).  Wis<'onsin    Central    

37,811  66 

40.  Wisconsin   Western    

« 

t 

Total    

$3S2,831.60e  40 

$990.850  84 

$9,016,910  86 

$306.2e»43 
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WHOLE  LINE?.  IflOS-Contlnued. 
Dariilngrs.  Stc. 


From  Operation . 

Total  gross 
eirnlngs 

from 
ox)eration. 

Mileage, 
apou 
which 
based. 

Rentals 

from  tracks, 

yards  and 

terminals. 

Rents  not 

otherwise 

provided 

for. 

Other 
sources. 

Total 

other 

earnings. 

No. 

^,369  90 

$l,4flR  46 

$34,S12d4 

(rr,7T3  24 

8,567  05 

55,423,062  99 

63,481,577  96 

18,007.017  47 

ra, 413,385  88 

4,311,3:^6  90 

26,489  30 

61,734.201  66 

ll,»t3  86 

27,0(58  40 

3,057,808  73 

11,135*4 

25.509  08 

22,204  00 

009,370  52 

60,069  14 

16,032  49 

12,077  13 

6,702  83 

46,404,226  57 

126,726  89 

67,742  81 

16,566  5-2 
:J0,637  83 
46,732  Si 
60,068  20 
11, 5ns, 2(5?  2:^ 
01,l;«,0>5  47 

20.700  08 
28,110  85 

6,174  39 
140,341  29 

28.991  80 

26,007  29 

324,289  24 

3,496  05 

7,151,339  79 

73.701  81 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

7.043.54 

7,428.77 

1,603.27 

8,47S.9Ci 

499.11 

11.00 

4.423.87 

21.  (X) 

8.18 

59^.60 

11.74 

13.50 

37.00 

225.00 

33.50 

11.00 

5.00 

4.70 

5,183.11 

36.70 

43.99 

17.51 
29.36 
30.6  > 

43.77 

2.o>o  ;r> 

5,401  14 
8.00 

30.00 

1 

12.50 
56.30 
1 

15.87 

1.03 

1               123.29 

6.00 

977.04 

51.81 

1 

2 

. 

3 

$128,288  79 
84.93d  99 

18.009  22 

681,808  81< 

155,4d3  54 

150.098  86 

289.290  79 

2,162,270  41 
619,209  46 

4 

51,170  87 
U,9BTb6 

^19,972  50 

8,126  00 

829,117  01 
45,440  3; 

5 

0 

7 

8 

9 

371,577  00 

635,289  97 

2,920,357  15 

4. 320.431  87 

10 

11 

1? 

({,081  41 

2,500  10 

15,075  a 

2o,04l  45 

13 
14 

Ti 

216  00 
6,<t»17 

3.040  00 

16 

17 

18 

19 

5  00 

500 

20 

21 

I9l,4i^  5C 

5.'M9'3  a; 

32,0aj  12 
14  00 

091,312  50 
1,3W78 

22 

2:{ 

24 

754  40 

16,249  SCy 

25 

20 

l.HO  74 

65  00 

8-',O20  li) 

1,271,779  10 

27 

S^-iOO 
1;<,()(«  7S 

2H 

3,I7.>  M 
202, (MU  4!» 

2i» 

:m,(x>>  77 

30 

1 

3<? 

i« 

1 

2,007  17 

:u 

1 

35 

120,907  29 
1          19,292  50 

2*5,907  29 
29,405  21 

36 

37 

:ts 

12,533  99 

7,228  54 

57,973  19 

39 

40 

$1,012,664  58 

11,918,193  74 

$3,618,091  66 

$9, 1998,976  01 

$992,790,978  47 

44,606.87 

1  Tolls. 
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OPERATING  EXPENSES  OP  ROADS  DOING  BUSINESS  IN  WISCONSIN,  AS 

JUNE  30,  190^ 

Maintenance  of 


Name.of  Company. 


Repairs  of. 
roadway. 


Renewals 
of  rails. 


Renewals 
of  ties. 


Repairs  of 

bridges  and 

ouiverts. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

0. 
K\ 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
18. 
17. 
IS. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

2a. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
25. 
27. 
2«. 
29. 

;». 

31. 
32. 
S3. 
3*. 
35. 
30. 


Abbotsford   &    Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &.  Western  

Bayfield,      Lake     Shore     & 

Western   

Chleasro,    Milwaukee   &    St. 

Paul, a    

Chicago  &   Northwestern,".. 

Chi.,  Burl.  &  Quincy.i 

Chicag'o,  Lt.  S.  &  Eastern... 

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  Klv.  &  Northern.. 
Drunimond  &  So.  Westorn.. 
Diiluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Illllsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 
Falrchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Neba^r.  &  Snp.. 
Hazelhurst  &  South  Eastern 

lola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  West... 

Lake  S.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co 

Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  D 

Chippewa  Val.  &  Northern  . 
Marinette,  T.  &  Western  ... 

Min.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland 

M.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  Marie.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co.. 
Roddls  Lumber  &  V'r  Co... 
Stanley,    Merrill   &   Pklllips 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.   Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

&  Morris  

Central   

Western    

&  Southeastern.. 
Point  &  Northern. 
Railroad  Co 


Whitcomb 

Wisconsin 

Wisconsin 

Ija  Crosse 

Mineral 

Robbins 


Total 


$4,277  57 
9  J73  20 

5,918  S5 

817,825  99 
942, hOl  64 


6,797  TO 

26,421  3d 

6,«J3(J  14 

3,S47  13 

46, IMS  14 

1,410  10 

5,f^  23 

5c3,429  25 

3,350  15 

1,084  74 

4i3  49 

8,750  W 

4,033  m 

707  as 

31j?00 

16,4«)6  79 

12,,^»4  70 

106,810  42 

ai.VlG  91 

1,(.70  m 


13,084  IM 

141  27 

14,716  02 

l,lf40  OO 

323, .-^n  .T8 

6,683  8'> 

2,»H  37 

10,-.:57  2» 


$2,541,292  61 


$665  08 


103,424  50 
120,938  96 


1,351  37 


9,000  00 
105  87 


6,000  00 
34  92 


*2,911  47 


11,600  30 
200  00 


1,651  36 


200  00 

62,203  03 

255 


$1,411  07 
1.153  21 

061  80 

136,741  05 
825,115  91 


3,488  60 

11,495  35 

1,211  42 

538  90 

8,610  5U 

113  22 

3.8S8  41 

29,278  54 

Ul  13 


199  36 

6,000  00 

860  19 


2,742  62, 


33.812  95 

16,339  45 

645  91 


3,515  47 

88  Oe 

670  07 


142,238  72 
2.338  90 


3  75 


$314,532  42      $733,485  80 


$344  912 
2,137  8i 

136  81 

180,156  6S 
172,988  (a 


249  13 

7,717  15 

913  69 


4,448  80 


333  95 
3,174  9i 

791  36 
65  05 

484  77 
1,886  75 

;2I02  01 


96  25 


24,786  47 

21,548  48 

976  54 


3,344  04 

3,289  99 

145  17 


95,258  47 
1.2l»5i2 


885  40 


$507,210  93 


1  Not  reported.    *  Revenue  train  mlleagie  basis.    'Proportional.    *  Credit. 
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RE.PORTHD  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDING 
WISCONSIN. 

Way  and  Structure. 


Repairs  of 

fences,  road 

crossiLgs, 

signs  and 

cattle  guards. 

Repairs  of 
buildings. 

Repairs  of 
docks  and 
wharves. 

Repairs  of 
telegragb. 

Other 
expenses. 

Total. 

No. 

I3S38 

$64  47 
307  07 

$9  44 

$6,807  88 
12, m  97 

6,818  73 

1.082,139  9^ 
1,780.438  29 

1 

0 

101  77 

32,221  9f 
7,182  6i' 

3 

50,(5«?7  25 
32,098  66 

196,028  3^2 
145,448  86 

$9,285  7C 
11.6>1  58 

$175,768  50 
2,241  51 

4 

5 
0 

968  m 

5,512  31 

12,875  40 

57,283  07 
9,051  2& 
4,4^50 

66,146  47 
1,505  57 

10,278  4." 

102,729  74 

5,656  32 

1,208  0? 

•1 ,162  19 

23,082  20 

7,045  06 

1,232  76 

391  20 

16,906  59 

24,265  42 

182,4.'«>  21 

141.205  5S 

S.967  15 

7 

5,3S3  22 

,345  21 

488  48 

8 

fl 

70  47 
873 

10 

690  3? 

2.804  67 

43  2S 

8  75 

7.616  89 

8<«  81 

.52  63 

54  &7 

326  99 

1  ,.'i56  45 

85  76 

2,983  38 

301  85 

11 
12 

I'W  09 

13 

492  0? 

270 

735  51 

14 

15 

16 

17 

35  74 

82  05 

18 

305  27 

19 

160  14 

79  29 

20 

21 

459  71 

18  79 

40  45 

2,460  03 

1.414  85 

99 

11,720  21 
153  14 

23 

1 ,3V>  85 

13.051  .?s 

7,200  TP 
46r81 

24 

1,469  60 

319  14 

25 

96 

374  08 

374  08     27 

1,905  23 

893  4? 

6  51 

1,614  60 

^  63 

25,877  24     28 

S,S86  79     29 

70  06 

445  50 

67  50 

17,628  92 

2.140  00 

746,293  77 

12.773  69 
2,891  37 

^ 

.31 

12.5?1  67 
1.606  21 

55,632  81 
800  20 

21,223  01 

4,204  35 

29,680  83 

32 

3.^ 

34 

741  37 

928  71 

ITS  71 

17  15 
10,898  75 

12,. 501  8fl     .^5 

10.892  75 

36 

$129,536  51 

$442,999  0^ 

$45,522  59 

.$30,497  81 

$231,771  72 

$4,996,855  47 
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OPBKATING  DXPBNSBS. 


Name  of  Company. 


Maintenance  of  Equipment. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

i. 


5. 


1. 

8. 

0. 

10. 

11. 
12. 
1.'?. 
11.. 
15. 

1«. 
17. 
18. 

19. 

£0. 

rl. 

n. 

25. 

.'■4. 
.'?>. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Bayfield  Lake  Shore  &  West- 
(;rn    

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  

Chicago  &  NorthwcHtorn  — 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  East- 
ern      

Illinois   (\'ntnil    

Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

I>r«mmond  &  South  Western 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

ITIllsboro  &  Northeastern... 

I'^ilrchUd  &  North  ICujsteru.. 

Oreen  Bay  &  Western 

Hnwthorne,  Nebagamon  & 
Superior   

Tin zel hurst  &   Southeastern. 

Tola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  & 
Western    

I^ike    Superior    Terminal    & 


Chi.,  Harvard  &  G.  Twike... 
Chippewa    Valley    &    North- 

orn    

Marinette,       Tomahawk      & 

Western    

Great  Northern   

ATluneanolls,      St.      Paul     & 

Ashlnnd    

Mi  nuf^a  polls,     St.     I*nul     & 

Sank  Ste.  Marie  

Northern   Pacific   

Northwestern  Conl  Ry.  Co.. 
Roddls    lyumber    &     Veneer 

Co 

St M nicy   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

W'^consin  ik  ^flchlgan  

Whit  comb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin    Central    

Wisconsin  Wostern   

La  (Vosse  &  Southeastern.. 
IVflnornl  Point  &  Northern. 
Robblns  Railroad  Co 


Total 


Repairs  and 

renewals  of 

locomoti7es. 


2,060  48 

16S  Si 
&41,7T»33 

2.1**;  <y. 


Repairs  and 

lenewals  of 

pa^beuger 

carr>. 


Repairs  and 
renewals  of 
freight  cars. 


Repairs  and 
ren.  wals  of 
ferry-boats, 
cuflTS,  floats, 

etc. 


11,049  (M 


210  20 

1  .'ifn'  T.i 

15,  KW  3n 

7,!00  84 

,^t?  25 

SK  51 

1 ,225  .56 

5.  '18  (K 


H90  0D 

3  97 

197,090  12 

l-^^.K?.*  51 


2,210  3o 


0.2'M}  74 


(i,0r9  SO 


3,290  fio 


fl.Wl  07 
77,.Y.1  Tin 

1 .7<<i»  cr- 


220  no 
?4fi.7nfr  IP 

293  7.1 

i.oof>  00 
i2n  w 


$l,r>41,.548.32 


10  0'> 
LSO  73 

1,002  08 


$106  07 
1,000  83 

281  74 

505,848  84 

6>1,7VXJ  3.") 

4, .314  5:^ 
7,3;J8  :« 


1,5C)5  OD 
12,920  87 


110  8JJ 

680  2.) 

22,271  24 

8,228  8t 
1,18S  44 


615  79 


601  8P 


18.049  62 

5,131  73 


,rn?  27 
1,'),':;  52 


74.10?  05 
.570  07 


19  71 


$4-14,103  40 


1.076  78 

1,848  50 
30O52 

478  35 

3,0^1  62 


7,S>1  0? 


IIO,.-?^  61 
18,S14  (?? 


3,425  90 

5.401  89 

.TOO^ 

289. nOS  91 

1,173  0") 


TOdi 


$1,721.405  31 


|42)  10 


$425  10 
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WISCONSIN,  1905— Continued. 


Maintenance  of  Equipment. 


Shop 

machinery. 

tool.-, 


Other 
exi,eu8e8. 


Total 


Conducting  Transportation. 


WaKes  of 
engiuemtiU, 
firemen  and 
roundhouse 


men. 


Fuel  for 
locomotives. 


Water 
.  supply  for 
locumotives. 


^11  5i- 

127  41 

.•«,408  46 
3D,745  41 

1 ,6C6  4: 


fO)  sr 


l,57r  37 


$14  39 


94, .•»4  09 
1(U,3S0  46 

960  72 

3,lffJ  23 

S78  24 

890  84 

3,663  06 


50  00 


12,580  10 

100  00 


$271  75 
3,574  81 

561  95 

1.4Ct3,7r&  84 
],5d6,80e  14 

7,55rOr 

23,724  74 

57B2i 

4,212  OS 

34,470  7f 


fti  81 
57  74 

1.77  11 

Sn  13 


600  00 

■  •■•••   ■ 

299  09 


$2,141  15 
2,738  49 

2,780  83 

92»,631  S3 
968,325  00 

9,340  25 

14,»>4  85 


38fi  05 

1,907  4J 

97,858  37 

15,720  «. 

2,062!  M 

269  24 

3,905  32 

-.460  94 
1,273  14 

615  49 

7,2S4  28 


1,730  89 

30,214  36 

2,460  00 

731  50 

2,889  47 

34,966  22 

7,084  23 
4,070  77 

9m  17 

4,019  77 

P.S'W  08 
1,285  02 

4,580  39 

4,844  13 


$1,931  36 
5,779  62 

2,135  56 

1 ,197,786  34 
1,212,122  23 

9,556  45 

11,440  16 

4,586  IJ 

2,898  7y 

4a,Ta2!7t) 
1,990  00 
1,416  18 
4,4?3  47 

00,436  69 

14,030  Oi 
6,097  27 
1,123  0:) 


7,752  00 

11,475  40 
3,380  37 

1.882  91 

7,333  14 


No. 


$12  95 


85  26 

49,424  14 
60,186  88 

148  Si 
1,206  77 


1,633  09 

""io6'66 
iiesd  45 


317  27 
260  11 


036  14 


1 
2 


4 
S 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 

14 

15 
16 
17 

18 

19 
20 

21 

23 

23 

24 
25 
20 

27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
36 
36 


4.942  40 
2, =41^  47 


3,193  14 
619  CO 


171  89 
1,201  36 

19,73:?  37 


1.268  15 
3,601  71 


27,183  TP 
(a  39 


$106,813  5& 


$200,648I4& 


14,782  69 

217,693  56 

76,377  34 

1,799  65 


12,138  57 

18,027  50 

300  00 

6-7, 744  S^ 

2,100  84 

1,0:0  CO 


$4,174,998  22 


8,180  35 

104,648  57 

37,488  11 

1,9'50  71 
2,173  67 

11.470  27 

11.471  25 
1,260  00 

304,S1!>  31 

3,331  42 

TOO  cr 

4.100  00 

4,160  00 

$8,587,818  79 


20,102  33 

113.548  7o 
60,603  51 

1,,W1  26 

2.192  61 

11 ,272  73 

19,S>2  96 

225  00 

488,261  7? 

4.207  8') 

2,172  00 

3,490  8^ 

3,490  80 


$9,340,045  10 


745  37 
8,289  26 
2,864  41 

174  01 


472  81 
1,115  29 


23,829  43 
55  50 


$158,417  01 
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OPERATING  EIXPENSBS, 

Conducting 


3. 
4. 
5. 
0. 

<  . 

8. 

0. 
10. 
11. 

13. 

i;j. 

14. 

15. 

19. 

17. 

IS. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

2i. 

»3. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

2P. 

29. 

30. 

31. 


Conducting  Transportation— Continned . 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbotsford  &  Nortlieastern. 

Ahnnpec  &  Western   

BayfleJd,  L.  Shore  &  West.. 

C^ilcago,  Mil.  &  St.   V 

C'hicaffo  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  Ir.  Shore  &  ISastern 

Illinois  Central  

Drnmiuond  &  S.  Western... 
Diiluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

Hiilsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 
Fairchlld  &  Northeastern   .. 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 

Superior   

Hazel  hurst  &   Southeastern. 

Tola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co. 
Chicago,  Harvard  &  G.  Lake 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland.... 
Mpls.,   St.   P.  &  S.   Ste.   M. 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co... 
Roddis  Lumber  &.  Veneer  Co 
Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 
Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

&  Morris   

Central    

Western    

&  Southeastern  .. 


All  other 
supplies  for 
locomotives. 


$G4,78 
48/>l'>  21 

si.r.&s  -jn 

350  17 

OTT  10 

87  3« 

1,.'J16  IG 

500  00 


Whitcomb 
Wisconsin 
Wisconsin 
I^  Crosse 


32.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 
Total    


1,435  31 

707  67 


53  12 

l.'«3  33 
729  7? 


4ri3  84 


7,2^«  7ri 

2,403  IS 

163  08 


080  81 

1,117  94 

fiOOO 

17,017  .W 

-103  00 

144  76 

63  56 


?136,375  46 


W^ages 

of  ot  her 

trainmen. 


$1,018  72 

?,n7  05 

1,016  00 

6i>4,7.-;{  26 

715,';<>4  07 

13,:«0  97 

540  93 

22,  IW  15 

1,606  00 

512  m 

1,435  05 

23.309  46 

7,215  ffi 

1,778  93 

888  26 

3,781  20 

15, '/ni  18 

2,273  41 

2.. 389  80 

7, -276  ftl 

94,2"59  15 

28,743  91 


8(^00 

7,084  f58 

11,590  69 


288.  SIW  18 

A,(m  08 

780  00 

1,18(5  98 


$1,893,728  2' 


All  other 

train 
supplies. 


Wages  of 
switchmen, 

flagmen, 

ai.d 

wa.cbmen. 


ifas  44 

297  29 

14-34  14 

140,137  75 

134,912  01 

168  00 

3,223  79 

63  46 

390.340  06 

37r.0CJ0  71 

10,23SaO 

543  10 

4,742  39 

9,QS7  09 

547  50 

1,779  99 

8,044  42 

115  80 

290  OS 

36  39 

426  58 


39  08 

2,517  4;^ 
15,025  93 

4,.''<i5  8?) 


1,197  38 
1,942  63 


51,207  34 
363  83 


311  25 


$360,403  72 


511  65 

963  1> 

3.9(jr  00 


4,124  73 
9,387  06 

s.geroe 


946  87 


131,9®  76 


270  00 


$958,202  44 
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WISCONSIN,  1905. 
Transportation— Continued . 


Conduct! nsr  Transportation— Continued. 


Expense  of 
telegraph, 
including 
train  dis- 
patchers & 
operators. 

Wages  of 

station 

agents, 

clerks  and 

laborers. 

Station 
supplies. 

Switching 
charges- 
Balance. 

Car 

mileage- 
Balance. 

Loss  and 
damage. 

No. 

$0.60 

$730  00 

?,08O0O 

740  92 

728.055  12 

614,292  7n 

3,273  35 

9,659  ff7 

$93  07 
415  76 

$26  23 
1,942  50 

1 

210  61 

$006  48 

2 

75  S'l 

3 

101,  an  Ts 

157,772  a* 

53,241  99 

54,839  57 

28  76 

1.569  45 

$71,190  88 
108,624  S7 

27,616  02 
101,719  34 

135,993  13 
100,771  89 

4 

5 
6 

4.178  32 

2,007  40 

2,291  44 

7 

8 

5,860  72 

20,776  30 

6,8r3  96 

976  38 

694  16 
?2.776  7S 

2,055  SS 
879  8f$ 
9^3  45 

4,809  87 

3.990  00 

309  16 

1.576  92 

1,543  49 

1,508  75 

i,aw>87 

914  10 

9 
10 

11 

61  0? 
9,019  39 

74  61 

202  95 

979  59 

890  45 

25  15 
1,379  78 

32  00 

12 

2,801  47 

13 

14 

15 

16  50 

28  09 

93  01 

810  52 

16 

377  m 
836  25 

1,738  88 

248  02 

755  41 

319  28 

50  80 

52  94 

17 
18 

19 

100  33 

102  IC 

20 

21 

18.611  7? 

jrr.OSQ  86 

28.139  39 

414  5P 

4.917  34 

2,225  err 

73  35 

200  43 

19.299  2fi 
3,900  22 

22 

9,780  09 

23 

24 

26 

19  61 

1,498  19 
8.691  63 

109  72 
608  00 

1  OR 
1,200  69 

27  49 
400  92 

?6 

l,W9  61 

8,460  20 

27 

87,576  23 
42  26 

282,.%6  77 

4,568  90 

514  69 

1 .178  70 

23,002  62 
238  63 

5,083  15 

19.693  32 
3,495  87 

43,809  53 
206  51 

29 
30 

81 

1.55  15 

355  28 

273  18 

44  56 

33 

$391,477.37 

$1,784,8B0  15 

$1^,433  34 

$191,872  66 

$160,501  26 

$904,015  16 

•  •  •  a 

37— R.  H. 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


OPERATING  BXPDNSBS, 
Conductlnsr  Transportation— Continued . 


CondnctinflT  Transportation— Continued . 


Name  of  Company. 


Injuries 
to  persons. 


Barnes, 
floats,  tuffs, 
ferryboats, 
expenses  of, 
inclndiDfr 
wages,  fuel 
and  sup- 
plies. 


1.  Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western   

3.  Bnyflcld,  L.  S.  &  Western.. 
+.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

5.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 

6.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 
r.  Illinois    Central    

8.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

9.  l>nimmond  &   Southwestern 

10.  Duhith,  S.  R.  &  Atlantic.... 

11.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

13.  TTillsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 
13.  Fnirchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

U.  Oroen  Bay  ft  Western  

IS.  Hawth'ne,  Nebagr'n  &  Sup'r. 
Ifli.  Hnzelhurst  ft   Southeastern. 

17.  Tola  &  Northern  

18.  Kewaunee,  CJreen  Bay  &  W. 

19.  liake  Siip'r  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co. 
90.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  LaKe. 
21.  Ohipppwa  Valley  &  Northern 
23.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

23.  Mpls.,  St,  P.  ft  Ashland.... 

24.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.. 

2^.  Northern  Pacific  

2rt.  Northwestern   Coal  Ry.   Co. 

27.  Roddls  Lumber  ft  V.  Co 

?S.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

?n.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

,W.  Wisconsin   ft    Michigan 

.fl.  Whitcomb  ft   Morris 

39.  Wisconsin   Central    

.T?.  Wisconsin   Western    

S4.  Tai  Crosse  ft  Southeastern... 
m.  Mineral  Point  ft  Northern.. 
X.  Robbing  Railroad  Co 


Total 


^»96i65 


80,720  94 
127,468  29 


2,333  74 
900  35 


500 
435  10 


.•WOO 

577  75 

42  67 


33,046  3P 
5,613  80 


6  90 


15  06 


96,663  OP 
73*50 


$289,987  3P 


I  Other 
expenses. 


Total. 


$065  93 


$9,019  71 

4,0S8  9O 

1.054  42 

549,763  80 

171,198  37 

803  79 

4,342  31 

4,613  98 

178 

6,391  65 

973  06 

668  05 


3,584  55 


1  86 


2,088  27 


n  35 


$997  28 


(W5  99 

24^.861  43 

8,116  00 


50OOO 
2,232  29 


6,221  70 


10ff,734  2? 
888  02 


2,208  76 


$003,931  01 


$10,021  05 

22,150  28 

7,960  25 

5,162,401  23 

4,953,053  l.J 

39,900  91 

71,730  93 

9,200  65 

5,333  33 

150,6!23  56 

14,400  41 

4,394  73 

10,283  77 

165,6r9  23 

32,542  04 

11,818  96 

4.015  63 

27,180  9^ 

48,129  45 

7,.511  14 

6, 452  SO 

17,588  87 

39,538  07 

479.121  m 

200,983  16 

8,114  36 

5.765  34 

36.013  56 


74.937  59 

1.535  00 

1.340,9^1  98 

21  ..532  26 
4.781  .^5 
9,445  .5'i 
7,650  81 


^13.612,671  28 
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Wisconsin,  1905— Continued. 
Genernl  Expenses. 


General  Expenses. 

Salaries 
of  officers. 

Salaries 
of  clerks. 

General 
office  ex- 
pen  se5«  and 
sopr-lies, 

-7  -i-a 

Afrencies, 

including 

salaries 

and  rent. 

Advertis- 
ing. 

Commis- 
sions. 

No. 

t720  0o' 

600  00          Sl.l.'i5no 

$15  6e 

112  13 

1 

8 

312  60 

312.751  66 

31,008  57 

466  90 

2,000  09 

n 

94,514  44 

0..594  05 

22,987  92 

279  91 

662  01 

4 

41,481  25 
422  27 

$122,819  SO 

$66,100  18 

$2.816  02 

5 

6 

2,116  17 

7 

s 

200  00 

4.7U  04 

34  45 
667  22 

• 

q 

3,403  79 

4,895  20 

744  00 

3,477  82 

10 

n 

1? 

i,899  96 

13 

11.400  00 

6,945  37 

«7r29 

336  » 

176  95 

14 

15 

16 

17 

3,800  00 

1 ,370  00 

2.521  69 

SCO  12 

31  35 

18 

2,100  00 

24  60 

49  35 

19 

600  00 

78  62 

20 

?1 

1,800  00 

1.155  OC 

?? 

23 

8,464  Oft 

12.998  5f 
4.727  OP 

4,272  9P             9ft.79»  ifl 

5,202  78 
2.433  77 

24 

4.078  29 

798  24 

6.581  36 

2,5 

1.500  00 

26 

27 

3.000  00 

2,400  00 

157  2? 

2.622  83 

183  9C 

28 

29 

1,269  09 
200  00 

1,584  39 

7TK8r 

822  S3 

579  1 

31 

47,076  77 

56.66B  04 

28.190  96 

122.236  75 

14.455  22 

3? 

33 

1,170  OC 

600  OP 
463  34 

34 

1.949  9^ 

4OT50 

S5 

a* 

$238,026  88 

|2M,486  2f7 

$60.028  81 

$285,863  24 

$79,061  20 

$6.873  01 
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Kepobt  of  the  EjaxBOAD  Commission. 


OPMIATING  BXPB>NS£S, 


IName  of  Company. 


Qeneral  Expenses— Continued. 


Insurance. 


Expense  of 

fast  freight 

lines. 


Expense  of 

traffic 
associations 


Expense  uf 
stock  yards 

and 
elevators. 


1.  Abbotfiford  &  Northeastern. 

' 

2.  AhnnDoo  &  Western  

$142  82 

3.  Bayfield,  L.  S.  &  Western.. 

4.  C,  M.  &  St.  P 

41,737  m 

4,008  12 

14a  flO 

837  28 

5.  OhleauTo  &   Northwestern . 

$21,041  37 

fl.  Chlcairo.  I^.  R.  Sc  Eastern... 

7.  Illinois  Central   

8.  Drnmmond  &  Southwestern. 

9.  T>iiluth,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic  .. 

1,3D0  44 

10.  Fairohlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

ll.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

2.669  72 

1,337  40 

41  80 

27  00 

345  OR 

;«B  45 

244  00 

7S5  20 

12.  riawthorne,  Nebajr.  &  Sup.. 

1.3.  Haeelhurst  &.  Southeastern.. 

U.  lola  &  Northern   

15.  Kewaunee.   G.   B.  &        ..••' 

W.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Bv.  Co.. 

17.  Chi..   Harvard  &  G.   Lake.. 

18.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

19.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland  ... 

20.  Mpls..  St.  P.  &  S.   Ste.  M. 

7.050  94 
2.P3U  80 
.^»  f>4 
2,021  9S 
19fl7 
1,988  05 

21.  Northern    Pacific    

22.  Northwestern  Coal  By.   Co. 
JW.  Stanley.  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

; 

24.  Winona  Brldpo  Bv.   Co 

25.  Wisconsin  &  Michiflran  

2rt.  Whitcomb  &  Morris  

27.  WlHConsIn  Central  

27,942  43 

2X.  La    Crosse  &    Southeastern. 

29.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 

388  71 

Total    

^,SOi  22 

$21,041  87 

Bepobt  o^  the  Bailboad  CoMMlSSIOlt. 
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WISCONSIN,  1905-ContInued. 


General  Expenses— Continued. 


Rentals  of 

tracks, 
yards  and 
terminals. 

Rentals  not 

otherwise 

provided  foi 

Legal 
expenses. 

Stationery 

and  . 
printing. 

Other 

general 

expenses. 

Total. 

No. 

$494  21 

$3  00 
297  22 

$81  87 

200  00 

74  19 

17,502  12 

8,000  62 

113  70 

266  05 

$1,314  00 

2,467  17 

1,982  79 

351,046  42 

508,851  56 

1,86168 

7,886  99 

240  65 

36,786  81 

2,028  08 

30,760  32 

1,402  89 

397  55 

148  00 

8,060  80 

6,9>;?  87 

1,728  87 

4,966  67 

5,830  05 

83,074  21 

57.238  32 

3,166  08 

7,980  54 

188  21 

17,368  79 

200  00 

m,9U  15 

1,770  00 

5.458  28 

1 

2 

1,600  CO 

$5  00 

$41  10 

68,050  41 

75,589  06 

100  01 

798  70 

620 

648  77 

52  10 

2,984  56 

8 

16,892  63 

38,245  00 

332  V9 

622  09 

4 

34,619  67 

5,280  68 

5 

a 

7 

8 

12,978  05 
15  00 

362  91 

1,148  77 

2,409  80 

61  02 

2,701  90 

66  49 

66  76 

68  56 

289  91 

516  17 

6:152 

219  02 

9 

10 

3,506  74 

31  56 

439  90 

11 
12 

300  00 

62  50 

2,U5  88 

126  50 

l.i 

14 

108  00 
439  01 

15 

862  45 

16 

324  26 

17 

1,007  45 
6,830  05 
1.897  21 
2.973  38 
1,009  04 

18 

19 

5.132  43 

3.788  65 

101  25 

8."  764*88 

2,577  32 

27  25 

374  68 

11  26 

540  76 

SO 

27,965  09 

378  33 

21 
22 

23 

24 

6,301  83 

604  71 

287  80 

56  0(? 

25 
26 

10,666  44 

27,681  65 

13,183  srr 

28,940  29 

27 

28 

154  00 

2,044  75 

20 

$37,704  8- 

$17,866  5' 

$90,615  8C 

$58,310  OS 

$184,223  02 

$1,523,013  3^ 
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HeFOKT  Ot  THE  iUlLBOAD  COMMISSION. 


OPERATING  BXPDNSES, 
Recapitulation 


Name  of  Com  pan}' 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

0. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
1;?. 

hi. 
u. 

!'■>. 
16. 

i;. 

IS. 

'i'l. 

2>. 

i«. 
2i. 
25. 
2ii. 
27. 
2S. 
2«). 

:UK 

SI. 
3?. 

:«. 

»4. 

:ftj. 

37. 

3y. 


AbbotRford  &  Northeastern  

Aiinapoe  &    Western    

Baylleld,   Lake  Shore  &  Western   

Chicago,  Milwauliee  &  St.  Paul-' 

ChleaKo  He   Norlhweslern    

C'hica«:o,   St.   I'aul,   Miiinejii)olis  &  Omaha^'   ... 

Chieajfo,  lUirliUKton  &  Quincy^   

CliiniKo,   Lake  Shore  &  lOiistern    

Illinois  Central-   

Chii»i»e\vsi   Klver  &    Nortlh'rn    

Druinniond    &    Sduthwestern    

Jhiiiith,    South    Shore  &    Atlantic    

Dunbar  At   WnusnukiH*    

llillslxiro   &    N(»rllieHstern    

Faircliild    &    Xortlieastern    

(Jreen    JJay   &    Western    

Hawthorne,    NelniKiuiMUi  &   Supeilor   

Iln/.elhurst   &   Southeastern    

lolji  &   Northern    

Kewaunee,   (ire<Mi  Hay  &   Wi-steru   

Lake   Superior   Terminal   &   Tran.sfer  Ry.    Co. 

Chicago,    Harvard  &   <;»'neva    l^ike   

Chlppew'a    Valley  &   Northern    

Marinette,   Tomahawk  &   Western   

ftreat   Northern    

Minneapolis,    St.    Paul  &   Ashland    

Minneapolis.   St.    I'jiul  &   Saull   Sle.    Marie   ... 

Northern    l*acillc     

Nortli  western    Coal    Uy.     Co 

Koddis   Lunii)er  &   Veneer   Co 

Stanley,    Merrill  &    Phillips    

Winona    lJridg(»   Uy.    Co 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan    

Whitcomb    &    Morris    

Wisconsin     Central     

Western    

&   Southeastern    

Mineral   Point  &   Nortliern    

Robbins    Railroad    Co    


Wisconsin 
La  Crosse 


MaioteDance 
of  Way  an;! 
btructure 


$6,807  88 

12,771  97 
e,818  TO 

1,(382,  lay  \}> 

1,7!>0.4:>6  2y 
076.045  80 


Maintenance 

uf  eqnip- 

meui. 


12,875  40 
57,283  Oi 

!>,().  51  2,; 

4,45(j  wU 
WM«>  47 


Total 


l,:!'.K}  57 

10,-.;7S  Hi 

102,72J>  74 

5,(iK)  S^ 

l,aW02 

l,J(f2  11) 

23,US2  20 

7,04^  Ob 

1,2^«  7<5 

an  28 

1G,S>,X>  59 

174,218  79 

24,2<'i5  42 

isi,uir>  21 
]4i,2(r.  rti 

3,907  15 

:^74  (>S 

2o.S77  24 

3,>2'»7'.> 

17.<>2S  \*2 

2.140  00 

740. ?j;}  77 

12,7r»J  oy 

2,a>i  ;i7 

12,. Wl  »< 

io,ar>  7.^ 


^,847,120  or: 


$271  75 

3,574  81 

581  i>5 

1,463,279  m 

1,&;5,802  14 

514,610  29 


7,557  05 

23,?24  74 

578  24 

4,212  02 
»4,470  TV 


380  Oi 

1,9<>7  m 

57.S'>8  37 

L'>,  729  «W 

2,0<>»  04 

2(£)  24 

3,905  32 

7,3(W  94 

1,273  14 

615  49 

7,284  2ij 

73,900  G4 

14,782  00 

217. ««  50 

76.377  34 

1,?J9  do 


12,138  97 


18,0?7  50 

STOOO 

657,744  85 

2.100  84 

1,000  00 

107  25 


$4,798,005  14 


^  KxelndinfiT  taxes. 

■  Proportioned  on  train 

*  Not  reported. 


mlleafiTO  basis. 
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<VISCX>NSIN,  1906-ContInued. 
of  S>xpezises. 


Conducting 
transporta- 
tion. 


General 
expenses. 


$10,021  85 

22,150  38 

7,990  25 

5,16-2,401  22 

4,i}'.ii,0'y3  13 

1,954,315  91 


Grand 
total. 


PercentaRe  of 
operating  ex- 
penses CO 
earnings. 


Mileage  upon 
wbich 
based. 


|l,S14e0 

2,4OT  17 

1,933  79 

351,045  42 

508,851  56 

290,975  66 


$18,415  88 

40,9^  23 

17,283  72 

3,658,806  42 

8,778,146  12 

8,405,958  56 


&4.&1 
06.30 
176.30 
^60.27 
65.59 
04.72 


No. 


15.16 

SI  .00 

14.00 

1,726.23 

1,778.65 

744.05 


1 
2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
U 
13 
14 
15 
10 
17 
13 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
20 
27 
28 
29 
•SO 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
38 
37 
38 
39 


39.900  91 

71,730  93 

9,200  66 

5,323  33 

150,022  50 

14,400  41 

4,394  72 

10,283  77 

165,679  23 

32,512  04 

11,818  76 

4,015  03 

27,180  95 

48,129  45 

7,511  14 

6,4.%  30 

17,538  37 

200,291  88 

39,538  07 

479,121  57 

200,982  10 

8,114  30 

5,765  34 

39,013  56 


74,9»r  50 

1,535  00 

1,940,951  98 

21,432  26 
4,781  S^ 
9,445  56 
7,050  80 


1,861  68 
7,885  99 


240  ft5 

36,786  81 


2,0^  OS 

30,750  32 

1,402  89 

397  55 

148  00 

8.060  80 

0,953  87 

1,728  87 


4.960  67 
12,278  40 

5,830  05 
83,074  21 
57,238  32 

3.100  06 


7,680  54 

188  21 

17,3f53  79 

200  00 

371,914  12 


1,770  00 
6,458  28 


$15,857,279  05 


$1,826,267  33 


02,195  04 

100,025  73 

18,840  15 

14,289  50 

288,020  00 

14,400  41 

6,376  37 

24,5OT70 

357,017  00 

55,330  91 

15,481  97 

6,595  06 

6.>,229  27 

69,589  32 

11,746  91 

7,458  08 

46,695  91 

550,779  75 

84,410  23 

962,324  55 

475,808  34 

17,047  24 

6,139  42 

82.000  91 

3.714  00 

127,962  80 

4,176  00 

3,716,904  72 

36,400  79 

10,442  72 

27,572  98 

18,613  65 


$28,324,271  56 


07.18 

150.30 

139.69 

90.40 

iai.34 

58.28 

40.08 

08.00 

50.50 

114.001 

00.17 

76.18 

63.42 


92.22 
68.29 
91.18 
49.77 

130.08 
61.11 
84.12 

107.21 

100.00 
61.04 
28.3? 
70.43 

135.30 

m.9i 

52.38 
138.75 
237.00 

90.50 


50.21 


18.50 
91.31 
24.00 

8.18 

111.20 

13.50 

5.00 

S^.OO 

225.00 

25.00 

11.00 

4.70 
30.70 
16.33 

6.50 
10.00 
43.77 
37.79 
45.75 
356.06 
134.56 

8.00 

10.00 

62.36 

.54 

73.98 

0.00 
841.29 
51.97 
SO.-^O 
30.60 
90.00 


0,7O£.dO 
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Report  oi*  the  Raileoad  Commission. 


OPERATING  EXPENSES  OF  ROADS 
As  reported  to  the  railroad  commission  for  year 


Maintenance  of  Way  and  Straetares. 

Name  of  Company. 

4 

Repairs  of 
roadway. 

Renewals 
of  rails. 

Renewals 
of  ties. 

Repairs  of 
bridges 

and 
culverts. 

1.  Abbotsford   &  Northeastern 

2.  AhnaDee  &  Western 

$5,632  59 

8,736  26 

.     909,781  47 

968,490  74 

$48115 

$1,48S90 

1,960  00 

156.596  57 

306,208  50 

$2.267  92 
1,620  50 

3.  C,  M.  &  St    P 

148.910  20 
74,832  67 

178.106  60 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

B.  C,  St.  P^  M.  &  0.* 

151,409  10 

6.  Chlca»?o.  L.   S.  &  Eastern.. 

7.  Illinois  Central  *. 

5,848  63 

23,343  60 

4.506  73 

644  74 

498  28 

9,680  99 

62,889  28 

5.462  28 

585  62 

222  89 

1,50130 

5,489  13 

108  79 

67  66 
6,836  63 

8.  Chip.  River  &  Northern 

•  ••.•••..•••.a 

9.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

10.  Chip.   Valley  &  Northern... 

11.  Drummond  &  Southwefftern 

1*096  53 2fi'72 

12.  Duluth,  B.  S.  &  Atlantic 

5.128  48 

3,947  86 

13.  Fairchlld  &  Northeastern... 

497  88 

14.  Great  Northern*   

15.  Green   Bay  &  Western 

16.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup.. 

17.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern 

54.746  60 

3,065  15 

252  07 

1,354  16 

322  11 

22.071  52 

7,775  52 

10.813  71 

111.572  92 

86.932  19 

4,834  34 

31.000  00 
92  81 

23.691  60 
144  66 

4,694  43 

24  16 

144  16 

18.  Hillsboro  &   Northeastern.. 

96  06 

19.  I<>"a  &  Northern 

20.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

21.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  lly.  Co. 

12,000  00 

132  17 

5,664  18 

2,138  02 

2.911  14 

1.000  00 

1.794  68 

5.828  04 

31.548  06 

14.467  13 

462  52 



2,147  96 

22.  Marinette.  Tom.  &  West.... 

23.  Mpolls..  St.   P.  &  S.   S.  M.. 

24.  Northern  l*aciflc   

610  40 
38.735  03 
33,356  37 

460  00 

25.  Northwestern  Coal  By.  Co. 

26.  Robblns   Ba'lway   Co 

27.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

18,327  18 

78  97 

12.849  04 

1.560  00 
S.'W.S^O  74 

7,874  21 

7.561  82 

4.23:J23 

67  55 

1.597  34 

200  00 

105  903  61 

3,740  60 

1.455  82 

320  10 

28.  Winona  Rridge  Bv.  Co 

29.  WMsoonsIn   &   Michigan 

30.  Wliltcomb  &  Morris 

31.  Wisconsin  Central  

49.616  40 
150  00 

fin  197  QA 

32.  Wisconsin  W'ostern  

3.963  42            3,105  72 

33.  La   (?rosse   &   Southeastern. 

34.  Superior  '&    Southeastern...; 



1 

35.  Boddls   Lbr.   &  Veneer  Co 1 1 

36    Mineral  Point  &  Northern..          20.321861 

307  98 

Total    

\ 

1 

$2,698,348  59|      $328,737  25 

1 

$576,476  14       $512,912  34 

•Not  given  in  detail;  s(h»  recapitulation  for  totals. 
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DOING  BUSINESS  IN  WISCONSIN 
ending  June  30,  1906,  for  Wisconsin. 


Maintenanca  of  Eight  of  Way  and  Stractarea— Coatinued. 


Repairs  of 
fences,  road 

orossinirs. 

signs  ana 

cattle 

gaards. 


Repairs  of 
bttiidings. 


$35  08 

620  00 

66.625  62 

60,390  08 


Repairs  of 

docks 

and 

'Wharves. 


Repairs  r.t 
telegraph. 


Other 
ezpoQses. 


$274  02 

864  00 

174,128  55 

175,116  33 


$5  40 


$3  50 


$5,136  33| 
13,731  45. 


13,066  32; 

8,266  96| 

I 


614.376  31 
2,990  81 


Total. 


$10,188 

13,700 

2. 25*;.  729 

1,653,435 


56 

75 
97 
Go 


No 


1 

2 
3 
4 
6 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
541  15 
781  16 
30|  17 
:<2i  18 
42|  19 
UUj  20 
27|  21 
5.')  I     22 


2,975  IS 
13  06 


961  93 


1,006  87 
6,437  16 


108  16 


232  59| 

I 

6S»  49| 


2  38 
436  27 


•I 


3,678  29 


2,249  111 
9o  751 , 


547  09 


91  64 

98  78 

1  91 

64  76 


9.012 
43,972 

4.627 

1,441 

589 

10,902 

6!),  403 

6,121 


35 

60 
58 
38 
92 
92 
95 
67 


723  9$ 


216  19| 

511  11 

42  37 

2.573  41 

1,304  90 


525  23 
"19' 61 


16.361  05 
927  25 


691  SSI 


7,401  34 
30  00 
7  071 
167  08| 
4  31| 
493  65| 
6S4  79 
392  85 
11.435  21 
6,098  47 
265  90 


761  58 


500  78 


3,487  83 

7  25| 
1,814  15| 


2.659  81 
1.494  74 


644  88 


138  OS 


7,238  60 


101  76 


70.277  581 
l,8Uo  85 


42,167  03 


3.179  58| 


498  00 
4160663 


63  93 


32  70 


30.585  29 


3,955  71 

675  28 

7  97 


$135,517  19|      $468,163  30|        $63,973  211 

! ! I 


$33,426  451   $660,699  99 


122. 9«>!) 

3.356 

403 

1.617 

326 

3i;.42y 

10.S9S 

23.351 

2i)0,SW 

146,564 

t;,022 

7,2:58 

30.858 

1,609 

17,232 

1.760 

730.156 

17,824 

7,561 

3,955 

675 

24,573 


5<', 
94 
76 
60 
96 
59 
70 
00 
29 
45 
82 
71 
28 
23 


$5,478,264  46 


24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
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Report  ot*  the  Railroad  CommissioI^. 


OPERATING  EXPENSES, 
Maintenance  of  Equipment. 


1. 
•> 

3. 
4. 

5. 
(5. 
t. 
8 
!). 

l;. 
11, 

)'2. 

13. 

]4. 

15. 

IG. 

17. 

IS. 

19. 

20. 

I'l. 
o> 

24. 
2"'.. 
20. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
14. 
S5. 
36. 


Name  of  Company 


Maintenance  of  Eqaipment. 


Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

Ahnapee    &    Western 

(\,    M.   &   St     P 

ChleaKo    &    Xortlnvostern.. 

C,   St.   P.   M.   &  O* 

Chicago,   Ij.    H.  &   Kastern., 

Illinois    Central    

Chip.  River  &  Northern.... 
Chi..  Ilarv.  &  (ienova  Lake 
Chip.  Valley  &  Northern... 
Druniniond  &  Southwestern 
nuliith.   S    S.   &  Atlantic... 

1)1  nliar   &    WauKaukeo 

Falrclild    &    Northeastern.. 

(Jreat    Northern*    

(ireen    Hay   &    Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup., 
llsizelhurst  &  Southeastern 
iniisboro   &   Northeastern.. 

lola  &   Northern 

Kowaunee,  (xreen  Bav  &  W. 
lAiko  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Uy.  Co. 
Marinetto.  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Mp<»il8..   St     v.  &  S.   S.   M.. 

Northern   Paeitic    

Northwestern   Coal    Uy.   (^o. 

Ilobb  ns   Uailwav    Co 

Stanley.  Merrill  &   Phillips. 

Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

\\'hitcomb    &    Morris 

Wisconsin   Central   ....: 

Wisconsin    Western    

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 
Superior  &  Southeastern... 
Koddisi  I/br.  &  Veneer  Co... 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


Total 


Repairs 

and  le- 

nowals  ofl 

Jocomo- 

tives. 


$1,436  6S 
1,353  75 

528,455  40 
761 ,635  39 


Repairs 
and  re- 
newals of  j 
passenger 
cart*. 


Repairs 
and  re- 
newals 
'of  freiffht 
cars. 


Repairs  and 
renewals  of 
ferry  boats, 
tuf?s,  floats 
and  barge  ^. 


1,914  43 

8,831  31 

963  74 


1,006  19 
12.631  35 


1 ,537  29 


13.484  07 

9,773  33 

556  85 

845  93 

228  00 

5,079  59 

5,445  26 

2,806  61 

76.314  96 

51,441  88 

1,784  11 


7.492  22 

7.G04  29 

150  00 

262,347  05 

1,030  72 


6.609  10 


$1,945  20 
190.011  00 
136,915  84 


2,706  73 


568  26 
6',247'78 


7.818  33 


434 

1,169  53 

28  49 

676  87 

386 

434  73 

18,169  10 

6^979  15 


415  28 
1,167  66 


71,468  83 
681  53 


$189  90 

910  00 

674,769  20 

1,113,879  27 


4,564  97 
8.451  39 


1,465  05 

1.999  85 

15,907  72 


7  25 


21,067  38 

6,769  53 

577  96 


1,612  23 

1,577  17 

1,825  29 

125,507  44 

22,744  95 


13,197  94 

6.513  81 

50  00 

299,762  95 

1,583  98 


268  17| 


209  58 


$1,772,759  50| 
i I 


$446,680  68|  $2,325,044  81] 
I I 


$497  34 


$497  34 


•  Operating  expenses  for   Wisconsin   not   given   in   detail.    See   recapitnlatlon 
for  totals. 


•   ■  •  » 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-Contlnued. 
Conducting  Transportation. 


Maintenanco  of  Equipment. 


Shop, 

niacliiiit<ry, 

tools,  etc. 


Other 
ezpeuses 


$r>4  8i) 

40.675  03 
44.720  00 


Total . 


CondactiniT  Transportation. 


Wages  of 

enif^iDemen, 

firemen  aud 

roandhouse- 

men. 


Fuel   for 
locomo- 
tives. 


Water 

supply  for 

locomotives. 


$25  52 


110.590  31 
124,458  91 


$1,652  10 

4.273  75 

1,544.500  94 

2,182,106  75 


I 


$2,191  85 

2,428  32 

966,410  53 

1,066,421  14 


$2,644  15 

6.529  68 

1,242.040  35 

11,235  97 


No. 


$27  65 


61,359  15 
1,33198 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 


68  93 

1,704  n 


.326  :w 

42S  19 


1.111  06 


279  5.S| 
3,314  r>o 


267  04 

2! 021  72 
3.631  63 


6,827  91 

25. COS  k; 

963  74 

1.161  68 

1.893  2-1 

5,027  70 

38,529  54 


W  751 


l.eu9  29 


10.376  95| 
14.5.^S  291 
3.594  3S; 
1.361  7.") 
4.;>72  4G 
3.055  44 
33.053  23 
2,22s  00 
1,835  83 


10,415  25 
11,235  97 
2.607  89 
3.096  15 
2.459  60 
4,584  51 
47.412  03 
2, 25.'!  00 
2,371  09 


134  26 
1,33198 


1,811  14 


178  48 

326  (M 

6.733  2:i 

1,158  33 


213  35) 

1,076  01 

an)  00 

20.717  80 


600  00 


6.829  21 

3:m  81 


1,547  66 
2.172  33 
3.615  64 


26,050  45 


2.416  50 
1,413  69 


58.612  S4 

16,580  35 

1.139  15 

2.015  46 

256  49 

7.8trf?  69 

7.204  77 

5.392  67 

233.553  94 

82.959  12 

1,784  11 

1,547  66 

23.491  16 

19.977  41 

250  00 

680,347  08 

2,416  50 
1,413  69 


62  09| 


7.148  94 


$122,412  751   $303,406  041  $4,970,801  12 


35.355  69 

8.512  83'! 

1,406  21| 

740  60| 

967  45; 

3,995  85| 

12.971  55 

4,599  061 

114,350  87 

43,509  00 

2,258  95 

8,052  00 

10.002  98 

12,727  05 

1,260  00 

382,585  54 

3,2.37  55 

2,273  31 


2,195  87 
3,701  04 


$2,767,171  66 


70,261  35 

12,048  27 

2.041  36 

1.772  04 

1.254  00 

8.287  00 

13,985  82 

7.475  26 

116,789  86 

74.663  02 

2.023  16 

4,701  51 

19,689  90 

24,552  58 

225  00 

648.008  29 

4.304  00 

5.098  60 


1.707  85 
6,987  64 


1.762  49 
102  60 


108  00 


432  86 

108  76 

8,845  86 

3,212  15 

284  41 


667  31 
993  20 


23,358  30 
202  75 


104  62 


$3,562,940  07|   $159,442  711 

I  I 
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OPERATING  EXPENSES, 

Conducting 


Name  of  Com;  any. 


Conduoting  Transportatioa— Continued. 


All  other 
supplies  for 
locomotives. 


L 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 
8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 
18. 
19. 

2b. 
21. 

22. 
23. 
24 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 

32, 


Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

C,   IWL   &  St.  P 

Chicagio   &    Northwestern... 

Chicago,  St.  ruul,  Minneap- 
olis &  Omaha  • 

Chicago, X.  S.  &  Eastern... 

Illinois   Central    

Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva 
I^Ake    

Di'nmmond  &  Sonthweateru 

Duluth,   S.   S.   &  Atlantic... 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern... 

Great  Northern  •  

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagaraon    & 
Superior    

Hazelhurit  &  Southeastern. 

Hillsboro  &  Northeastern... 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 
Western    

Lake  S.  T. 

Marinette. 
Western  

Mpolis..  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern  Coal   U.v.  Co. 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

&  Morris 

Central    

Western  

&  Southeastern.. 


&  T.   Ry.  Co. 

Tomahawk 


& 


Whit  comb 
Wisconsin 
Wisconsin 
I^  Crosse 
Roddis    Lumber    &    Veneer 

Co 

Mineral  "Point  &   Northern. 


Total 


Wages 

of  other 

trainmen. 


All  other 

train 
supplies. 


WdgBS    of 

switchmen, 

flagmen 

and 

watchmen. 


$82  86 

620  00 

50,621  34 

60.268  69 


n.341  24 

1,980  00 

672,371  67 

780,960  85 


369  99 
645  2 

218  06 

436  6 

1 ,598  62 

500  00 

13  79 


$0  24 

302  44 

153,171  85 

146,223  25 


10*927  17 

2,697  84 
1,315  601 
24.077  95| 
1.5S5  00| 
1,423  90| 


168  92 
2,212  27 


$547  50 
431,961  90 
411,812  93 


124  (rt 
4,799  57 


l,4t".5  54 

741  80 

123  01 

51  57 

42  30 

130  57 
944  85| 

I 
284  90| 
8,6f.4  15t 
3,030  76| 
1S7  74 
646  12 
85«  96 
50  00 
19,927  69 
133  83 
293  60 

r 


23,532  68 

7.348  23 

67171 
773  50 
911  97 

3,869  18 
20,042  13 

1,972  70 
94.39S  :f7 
-3.735  86 


8,785  82 
13,600  63 


458  50 


$153,366  27 


283.816  92 
4.245  74 
1,701  72 

1.095  39 
2.825  54 


374  42 

17.674  69' 

4,232  69 


1,292  74 
1,803  40 


198  71 


$1,992,009  31 


$392,909  11 


18,013  55 
641  58 


9,358  22 
"496'75 


8,134  36 


1,023  00 
4,349  47 


4.460  71 
10.290  92 
4.903  81 
3,310  63 
1,187  32 


57,377  84        141,427  42 
298  61 

538  49 


$1,062,954  SI 


•Operating  expenses  for  Wisconsin  not  given  in  detail;  see  recapitulation  for 
totals. 
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WISCONSIN,  1906.— Continued. 
Transportation.— Continued. 


Condncting  Transportation— Continued. 


Expenses  of 
teleifrraph,  in- 
cluding train 
dispatchers 
and  operators. 


Wages  of 

station 

agents, 

clerks  and 

laborers. 


1105.494  90 
175,650  66 


4,736  'It 


I 


6.160  39 


2,951  551 

I 

I 

I 


36  W| 

I 

36S  5o' 
866  14! 


20.29S  OC' 
10.223  50 

5^76 

1,514  77 


96,041  64 
74  56 


.1. 


369  631 


Station 
supplies, 


Switching 

charges— 

Balance. 


Car 
mileage — 
Balance. 


Loss  and 
damage. 


$720  00 

2,995  00 

771,783  16 

674,153  20 


3.75S  S3 
10,429  02 

127  50 


$138  62 

516  20 

52.470  63 

59,929  66 


58  VKJ 
1,0S6  85 

294  38 


20.861  70 
6,744  OO; 

740  00| 


1,478  54 
"153' 06 


22,876  991 

1.076  161 
628  01 1 . 
805  49|. 
391  30| 

I 
5,046  95| 

4,437  48 

1.416  sal 

39.S11  94| 

2^). 971  111 

fi?.?,  39! 

2.037  53| 

9,093  60| 


2,256  09 
27  SO 


$75,404  51 
122,889  19 


2,796  65 


$1,806  75 

420  80 

61,386  88 

9,674  23 


2,921  38 


3,136  72 


21  00 

89  98 
1,700  00! 


2,024  77 


180  07 


5.204  12| 

2.211  84! 

58  371 

222  471 

788  921 

I 


11.196  98 


311.606  951 
4,512  211 
1.821  56', 


24,095  13| 
255  121 


238  46 


249  51 


252  41 
6,397  22 
2,752  79 


3.881  67 
508  68| 


2,642  32 


2.695  661 


341  161 


$424,849  42| 


$1,931.105  571   $153,398  061   $218,881  52 1   $91,878  57 
I  I  I  


No. 


«7.>B6 

*^»  65 

128.846  08 

112,191  73 


I 


1,962  37 


1,126  12 
6*53 


2.0S6  66 
1.002  50 


760  80 
276  93! 

72  67 

50,964  78 

2,780  60 


I 


233  35 
454  37 


44,032  51 
435  74 


352  80 


1 

2 
3 

4 


6 

7 

8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 
18 

19 
20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
2o 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 

31 
32 


$347,886  661. 
I 
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OPBRATINQ  EXPENSES, 

Condnctlng 


Conducting  TraQsportation— Con  tinned. 


Name  of  Company 


Inju»i*»8  to 
persons. 


"    BarfreR 

floats,  tuRS, 

ferry-boa  tp, 

expense  of, 

including 

wages,  fuel 

and 

supplies. 


Other 
expenses. 


Total. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 

17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

Ahnapee  &  Western I 

Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St.| 

Pawl    I 

Chicago   &   Northwestern...! 
Chicago,      L^ke      Shore      & 

Eastern    

Illinois  Central  

Chip.  River  &  Northern 

Chicago,    Harv.    &    Geneva 

Lake  .  .^ 

Chippewa  Val.  &  Northern.] 
Drummond  &  Southwestern 
Dnluth,  South  Shore  &  At 

lantlc  

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Fa'rchlld '&   Northea.stern.. 

Great  Northern*    

Green   Bay  &   Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior    

Hnzelhurst  *'  Sontheasrtorn. 
Hlllaboro  &  Northeastern... 

Tola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,     Green    Bay    & 

Western    

Lake   Superior   Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.  Co 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western    

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault   Ste.    Marie 

Northern   Paclfl*^   

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

Robbfns   Railway   Co 

Stanley,  Merrll  &  Phillips 
Winona    Brldpe   Rv.    Co... 

Wisconsin  &  Mlchlcan 

Wh'tcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconarln  Central   

Wisconsin  Western   

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 
Superior  &;  Southeastern.. 
Roddls  I'br.  &  Veneer  Co.. 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


$16  26 


108.290  51 
146,919  49 


$1,128  07 


476  97! 


278  06 


Total 


589  25 


3,559  44 


$241  07 
3,967  25 

563,445  65 
89.870  59 

782  78 
6,628  8S 


6.518  75 

1,035  50 

119  51 


600 
988  30 


I 
12,577  001, 
2,556  31 I 
...I 


I. 


173  271 


35,103  49 
37  681 


26  00|, 


$311,597  021    $1,128  07 
I 


3,290  09 


10  261 
686  96 


$9,285  24 
19,440  74 

5.435,059  11 
5,323.099  99 

44,068  56 

69.764  27 

6,202  27 

8.103  74 
7,432  06 
9,516  26 

164.778  88 

14,348  50 

7.397  92 


I 
4.436  261 

I 


34.492  351 
10,143  251 

I 

2.055  901 
3,786  201 
I. 


179,527  66 

31.237  89 
4.902  65 
4,9.38  16 
4,178  39 

30,509  15 

60,995  62 

16,737  17 

534.919  98 

223.319  98 

10,249  83 

14.809  41 

50.731  81 


5,979  051 

! 


118.088  231 
576  051 


7,463  761 

500  00| 
4,740  571 


84.948  10 

1,535  00 

2.089,351  62 

21,494  84 

11.727  28 
7.463  76 
5,499  11 

22,801  77 


$968,858  91|$14,530,376  TZ 

I 


*  Operating  expenses  for  Wisconsin  not  given  In  detail.    See  recapitulation  for 
totals. 
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WISCONSIN    1906-Contlnued. 
Transportation— Continued. 


General  Expenses. 

Salaries  of 
officers. 

Salaries 
of  clerics. 

General 
office  ex- 
penses and 
supplies. 

Affenoies, 

including 

salaries 

and  rent. 

Adver- 
tising. 

Com- 
missions. 

No. 

S775  001 

$18  34| 

1 

BOO  00 

1,360  00 
117,013  59 

91,286  66 

22K  7K 

629  42 
10,042  78 

32.904  03 
128  28 

705  29 

2 

87,778  98 

53,685  36 
265  06 

3 

123,834  97 

61,144  35 

3.183  88 

4 
5 

2.338  15              2,805  31 

6 

7 

600  00                  410  01 

70  97 

26  87 

8 

9 

200  00 

23  40 
606  54 

10 

3,590  79 

4.582  TO 

4,044  68 

759  81 

0 

1,960  03 

11 
12 

1,212  46 

13 

14 

11.400  00 

5,792  67 



321  28 

302  45 



262  25 

15 

20  00 

16 

17 
IS 
19 
20 

21 





3.S00  00'              1.380  00 

781 

3285 

1 
2,160  00              2,628  42 



1.800  001                  941  50| 

22 

9.240  06'             11.411  70 

4,250  63 
821  54 

20.274  56 
6.415  47 

6.666  84 
2,186  93 

■ 

23 

3,338  24 

4,732  64 

24 

1,500  00 

25 

, 

26 

3,000  00 

1,200  00 

157  28 

2,711  75 

441  41 

27 

28 

1.909  65 

300  00 

1,226  76 

725  51 

343  58 

611  76 

29 
30 

49,632  62 

1             58.1.')6  80 

17.082  68 

128,086  64 

14,154  T7 

31 

1 

32 

2,627  35 

r 

750  00 

33 



34 





1 

35 

3,699  96 

1,122  50 

182  51 

» 

36 

$245,153  70 

$308,128  28        $70,213  67 

$283.684  28 

$85,598  23 

$5,755  67 
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OPERATING  EXPENSES. 

General 


I  Name  of  Company. 


lasnraDce. 


1. 
o 

3. 

4. 
5. 

6. 

6a 
6b 
7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 

13. 
14. 
15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

10. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 


Ahbotffford  &  Northeastern 

Almapec  &  Western 

Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St 
Paul  

Chicago   &   Northwestern... 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneap- 
olis &  Omaha*  

Chicago,      Lake     Shore     & 
Eastern    

Illinois    Central    

Chl.,llarv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

Drnnimond  &  Southwestern 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At- 
lantic   

Fairchlld  &   Northeastern. 

Great  Northern*    

Green    Bay   &    Western.... 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 
Superior    

Ilazelhurst   &   Southeastern 

lola  &  Northern • 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay    & 
Western  

Lake   Superior  Terminal    & 
Transfer   R.v.    Co 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      * 
Western  • 

Minneapolis,     St.      Paul     & 
Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern   Pacific    

Northwestern  Coal   Uy.   Co. 

Stanley,   Merrill   &  Phillips 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

WTiltcomb    &    Morris 

Wisconsin    Central    

I A  Crosse  &  Southeastern. 

Superior  &  Southeastern.... 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


Total 


Expense  of 

fast  freight 

lines 


$172  30 

41.306  77 
3.799  68 


64  78 
827  28 
264  77 


1,347  32 


2,574  72 

736  00' 
77  10 
27  00 

66135 

29  54 

922  74 

7.747  80 
2,216  42 
560  38 
2.470  18 
19  66 
2,467  97 


27,888  45 


75  00 


$96,237  21 


Expense 

of  traffic 

asBooia- 

tiODS. 


Expense 

of  stock 

yards  and 

eloTatora. 


$19,589  97 


3134 


$19,62131 


•Operating  expenses   for  Wisconsin   not  given  In   detail.    See   recapitulation 
for  totals. 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-ContIliued. 
E^spenBe8— Continued. 


Reotals'of 

tracks, 
yardn  and 
termioali . 


Rentals 
not  other- 
wipe  pro- 
vided for. 


Legal 
expenses, 


Stationery 
and  print- 
ing. 


Other 

general 

expenses. 


Total. 


No. 


$564  57 


35,065  31 


4,757  73 


960  00 

18,751  70 
26,048  96 


$2  40 
439  60 

18,137  46 
9,161  39 


I 


$26  97 
649  76 

48,161  64 
51,198  24 


1,387  28 
4,801  08 

341.192  92 
515,640  53 


1 
2 

3 

4 


242  00 


13,072  47 
15  00 


36164 


I 

94  371 
847  111 
33  121 
7  681. 

796  64 


40  89 

286  76 

22  12 


7194 
860  78 
521  94^ 


I. 


2,603  39 
253  01 


188  02 
64  75 


901  09|  6 

8,670  68|  6a 

2,181  80|  6b 

23108 

33.904  03 
1,545  22 


8 
9 
10 
U 

12 

14 

15 

16 


3,518  52 


35.216  441 


7,762  001 
1. 


3,000  001, 


3156 


108  00 
19100 


376  00 


575  11 


10,346  10 


1,314  601 
29  50 


600 
1,370  10 


4.472  74 

3,113  45 

50  40 

210  00 


508  22 
32,085  97 


$98,446  311   $16,737  14 

I 

38— R.  R, 


200  00 


2.611  30 

8  69 
49  37 
61  40 

277  01 

460  91 

468  86 

1.413  53 

2,749  66 

37  42 

515  77 


3,534  22 


106  28 

87  751 

2,839  95 

243  98 

4,210  76 

1,655  26 

1,419  37 

200  66 

520  95 


625  66 


13,725  56 


19,832  11 


■I- 


376  86 


3,319  67 
342  23 


31,663  57 

794  19 
232  75 
176  15 

9,101  97 

7,115  29 


8,343 

67,133 

62,586 

2.348 

8,358 

176 

19,467 

200 

370.990 

6,377 

3,319 

5,999 


86|  17 
I 


12 
14 
86 
31 
94 
97 
00 
70 
35 
67 
06 


$90,889  561   $54,319  02 

I 


$140,067  231   $1,514,841  61 


18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 


588 


Rkpokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


OPERATING  EXPENSES, 
Recapitulation 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

2'i. 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
3*2. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 


Name  of  Company. 


Maintenaoce 
of  wav  and 
strnctated. 


Maintenance 
of  equipment. 


Abbotsford 
Ahnapec  & 
("hlcago, 

Chicago, 
riiicapo. 


Paul. 


&  Northeajrtern 
Western 

Milwaukee,  &  St. 

&   Northwestern 

St.   Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

I^ike  Shore  &  Eastern 

II ' inois   Central 

Chippewa   River  &  Northern 

Chioaj?o.  Harvard  &  Geneva  I^ke 

Chippewa  Valley  Ik  Northern 

Drnraniond  &  Southwestern 

Dulnth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

Falrchlld  &  Northeastern 

Great  Northern 

Green  Ray  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebngrnnion  &  Superior 

Hazelhnrst  &  Southeastern 

llillsboro  &  Northeastern 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake  Srperior  Terminal  &  Transfer 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western.. 
Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste 

Northern  Pacific 

Northwestern   Coal   Ry.   Co , 

Robbins  Railway  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Winona   Rridpp  liy.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

&  Morris 

Centra' | 

Western   ' 

&  Southeastern 
Superior  &  Southeastern.. 
Roddlg  Lumber  &  Veneer 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Mario. 


$10,188  56 

$1,652  10 

13,700  75 

4.273  75 

2,256.729  97 

1.544.500  94 

1,653.435  66 

2,182,106  75 

768.390  67 

583.942  99 

9,012  35 

6.827  91 

43,972  60 

25,008  16 

4.627  68 

963  74 

1,441  38 

1,161  68 

589  92 

1.893  24 

10,902  92 

5,027  76 

69.403  95 

38,529  54 

Whltroni,b 
Wisconsin 
Wlseonsln 
La  Crosse 


Co. 


Total 


6,121  67 

196.508  57 

122,909  54 

3.356  78 

403  30 

1.617  32 

326  42 

38.429  09 

10,898  27 

23.a51  55 

200.800  56 

146  664  94 

6.022  76 

7,238  ff) 

30,858  95 

1,609  59 

17,232  70 

1,760  00 

730,156  29| 

17.824  451 

7,561  82] 

3,955  711 

605  28 

24.573  23 


1,609  29 

87.652  52 

58,612  84 

16.580  35 

1.139  15 

2.015  46 

256  49 

7.868  69 

7.204  77 

5.392  67 

233.553  94 

82.959  12 

1.784  U 

1,547  66 

23.491  16 


19,977  41 

250  00 

6S0.347  08 

3,296  23 

2.416  50 

1.413  69 


7,148  94 


$•6,443,153  70 


$•5,642,296  63 


•  Includes  totals  of  Omaha  and  Great  Northern  not  reported  In  itemized  tables. 
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WISCONSIN,  .I906.-Contlntied. 
of  Expenses. 


CoDductiDg 
transportation. 


$9,285  24 

19,440  74 

5,436,059  11 

5,323,099  99 

2,325^165  33 

44.068  56 

69,764  27 

6.202  27 

8,103  74 

7,'432  06 

9,516  26 

164,778  88 

14.348  50 

7,397  92 

315. 94S  34 

179.527  66 

179.1)27  66 

31,237  89 

4,902  65 

4.938  16! 

4, ITS  .'^ 

30.. 509  15 

60,99r>  62 

16,737  17 

634.919  9« 

223,319  98 

10,249  83 

14.809  41 

50,731  81 


84,948  10 

1,535  00 

2,089,351  62 

21,494  84 

11.727  28 
7,463  76 
5,499  11 

22.801  77 

1 

•117,171,490  39 


Ctoneral 
expenses. 


$1,387  28 

4.801  08 

341.192  92 

515,640  53 

115,143  31 

901  09 

8,670  68 


2,181  80 


231  08 
33.904  03 


1,545  22 

12.763  02 

31.663  57 

31.663  57 

794  19 

232  75 


176  151 

9.101  97! 

7.115  29! 

8,343  SG 
67,133  12 
62,586  14 

2.348  86 


8.358  31! 

176  94 

19,467  97 

200  00 

870,990  70 


6,377  35 
3.319  67 


5.999  06 


Grand  total 


$22,513 

42,216 

9.577,482 

9,674.282 

3.792.642 

60,809 

147,415 

11,793 

12,888 

9,915 

25,678 

306.616 

14,348 

16.674 

612.872 

392.713 

392,713 

51.969 

6,677 

8,570 

4.9.37 

85.908 

86.213 

53.S25 

1.036.407 

515,4.30 

20.405 

23,595 

113.440 

1,786 

141,626 

3,745 

3,870.845 

42,615 

28,082 

16.152 

6.194 

GO. 523 


18 
32 
94 
.93 
:iO 
91 
71 
59 
60 
22 
02 
40 
50 
10 
45 
61 
61 
21 
85 
^i 
45 
90 
95 
2b 
60 
IS 
56 
67 
23 
53 
18 
00 
69 
52 
95 
83 
39 
00 


$•1,642,747  94|   $*30,899,688  66 

I 


Pereentafire  of 

operating  ex 

penses  to 

earnings. 


65  61 
62  30 
68  37 
62  84 
64  03 
73  64 

118  07 
103  99 
97  04 
89  (M 
94  88 
86  70 

66  25 
75  40 
47  82 
64  45 
64  45 


85 
41 


14 
65 


71  00 
73  811 
67  791 

520  40] 
89  66 
51  43 
86  57 

985  77 

102  10 
80  S3 
12  66 
57  37 

107  12 

66  46 

67  82 
41  45 
56  00 

100  00 
129  61 


68  25 


Mileage 

npon  which 

based. 


No. 


16 

34 

1,727 

1,801 

743 

19 

91 

21 

6 

16 

8 

114 

13 

33 

37 

225 

225 

33 

11 

5 

4 

36 
17 
43 

a55 

134 

8 

30 

56 

73 
6 
841 
61 
43 
15 
10 
80 


46 
00 
11 
61 
70 
38 
31 
00 
50 
63 
18 
21 
50 
00 
69 
00 
00 
50 
00 
00 
70 
70 
51 
77 
66 
56 
00 
00 
30 
54 
78 
00 
29 
97 
99 
87 
00 
06 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

^1 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

36 

36 

37 


7,270  88 


of  operating  expenses. 
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OPERATING   EXPENSES  FOR  ROADS  DOING   BUSINESS   IN  WISCONSIN 

ING  JUNE  90,  1906. 
Maintenance  of  Way 


Name  of  Company . 


Repairs  of 
roadway . 


Renewals 
of  rails. 


Renewals 
of  ties. 


Repairs  of 

bridges  and 

culverts. 


1. 

9 

^  • 

3. 

4. 
5. 


7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 
13. 

14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 

18. 
19. 
20. 

"1 

23. 
24. 

25. 

26. 
07 

Otf 

•«o  • 

29. 

3(). 

.'H. 
«>•) 

33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

wo. 


\\ 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapoe   &    Western 

Chicago,    Milwaukee    &   St. 
Paul   .^. 

rhi(?ago  ^&    Northwestern . . 

rhi.,    St.    P.,    Minneap.    & 
Omaha    

Chicago.       Burlington       & 
Qulncy  

Chi.,  i^ko  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois     Central 

Chippewa  Kiver  &  Northern 

Chi.,    Harvard     &     Geneva 
I#ake  

Chippewa   Val'ey   &   North- 
ern   

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

Duluth,      South      Shore     &\ 
Atlantic   

Falrchild   &   Northeastern.. 

Great    Northern 

Green    Rav    &    Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 
Superior    

ITazelhuE^t   &   Southeastern 

lola   &  Northern 

Kewaunee,     Green     Ray     & 
Western     ] 

Lake  Sii|)erior  Terminal     & 
TrnnKfcr    Ry.    (7o 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 
Western     

Mlnne:ii)«'jis.   St.   P.   &  Ash- 
land     

Mlnneapdlis,     St,     Paul     & 
Sanit    Ste.    Marie 

Northern     Paefflc 

No»*tbwes*ern  Coal  My.  Co.. 

RoMiiiis   Railway   To. | 

Stanley,   Merrill   &   Phll'ips 

Winona    Rrblge    Ry.    Co 

Wisconsin    &     Micfilgan 

Whitconib    S'    Morris 

WI>cc()iisln     Ontral 

Wisconsin    Western 

Ravlield.  Lake  Shore  &  W.. 

Illllsboro   &   Northeasftern.. 

Roildis  T.br.  &  Veneer  Co... 

Mineral  Po'nt  &  Northern.. 

I.a  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 


$4,277  57 
9,173  26 

2,S95,984  39 
3,926,796  32 

731.245  92 

4.100,323  05 

56,287  68 

3,140.633  971 

6,936  14 

1,414  57 

312  00 
3,847  13 

290,684  03 

5. 890  23 

3,527,009  34 

52,429  25 

3.359  15 

1.084  74 
423  49 

8.750  671 

4.033  62 

16,498  79 

12.504  761, 

I 

412.834  S3I 

4.260.106  201 

1,676  81) ; 


$665  03 


366,234  05 
508,714  38 

124,669  85 

443.341  74 

16.818  84 

457.143  71 


25,056  93 


96.608  13 
9,000  00 

165  87 


6,00000 

34  92 

•2,911  47 


$1,411  07 
1.153  21 

484,210  52 
1,354,117  43 

254,210  96 

1.436.989  33 

26,292  98 

786,626  30 

1,211  42 


638  90 

45,545  14 

3.888  41 

408.031  23' 

29,278  54 

441  13 


$344  92 
2,137  83 

637,948  58 
720,502  75 

166,058  87 

1,492,M7  66 

10,500  16 

708,588  87 

913  69 


199  36 
6,000  00 

852  19 
2,742  52 


29,323  14 

332  95 

553.128  49 

3,174  82 

791  36 

65  65 

484  77 

1.886  75 

262  61 

98  25 


I 


162.405  94 

200  00' 
I 


100.233  49 

570.621  51 

645  91 


110.838  01 

1,284.413  18 

976  54 


13.nS4  941 
269  4^1. 
20,046  341, 
1,940  0()\ 
383.423  84; 
6.6S3  S.^)I 
5.918  3.'>I. 
1,440  101. 


1.651  3ti 


3.515  47; 
167  S9I 
776  56 


200  001 . 
66,047  321 


3,344  04 

6.275  :Si 

197  75 


162.101  29 

2,328  36 

661  80 

113  22 


112.951  39 

1,292  62 

136  81 


Total.. 


10.!S7  29 
2.891  37 


$23,921,433  56 


3  75 


385  40 


$2,277,049  15   $5,684,909  89j  $5,849,903  11 


►Credit, 
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AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENI>- 
WHOLBLINE. 

and  Structures. 


Repairs  of 
fences,  road- 
crossings, 
signs  and 
cattle 
guards. 

Repairs  of 
buildings. 

Repairs  of 
docks  and 
wharves. 

Repairs  of 
telegraph. 

Other 

expenses. 

Total. 

No. 

$35  38 

$64  47 

307  67 

694,151  27 

605,798  83 

96,049  96 

675,188  97 

12,806  07 

589,577  01 

$9  44 

$6,807  88 

12,771  97 

5.966,686  24 

7.415.578  29 

1,429,574  64 

8,462,782  94 

125.123  23 

6,0?2,828  48 

9.061  26 

2,378  77 

391  29 

4,466  60 

436,982  63 

10,278  43 

5,000,636  27 

102,729  74 

6,666  32 

1,203  02 

1,162  19 

23.082  20 

7,046  06 
16,906  69 
24,266  42 

743.693  20 

7,235.622  62 

3,967  16 

10,892  75 

25.877  24 

6,725  12 

24,014  33 

2.140  00 

866.202  65 

12,773  69 

6,818  73 

1,595  57 

374  08 

12,501  88 

2,89137 

1 

2 

179,487  42 

216,992  41 

36,777  53 

147,821  71 

724  23 

$32,88150 

48,404  22 

1,425  66 

11,180  73 

'"*  43!278'8i 

29,916  01 

18,198  52 

141.198  22 

1,349  11 

56,568  21 

$622,409  70 

9.335  94 

937  27 

4,196  52 

344  16 

123.724  50 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 

193,468  84 

16,497  07 

8 
9 

86  76 

338  27 

539  17 
79  29 
70  47 
57  66 

10 

11 

12 

4.550  08 
158  09 

18,486  08 

8  75 

304,840  76 

7.616  89 

898  81 

52  63 

54  57 

326  99 

1,556  45 
469  71 

19,696  95 

2,582  77 

13 
14 

47,304  65 
492  03 

26,915  30 
2  70 

31,698  79 
736  51 

4,998  58 

15 
16 

17 

18 

• 

19 

35  74 

82  05 

20 

305  27 

21 

18  79 
40  46 

16,729  95 
67.582  76 

22 

11,720  21 
1,014  77 

23 

13,807  32 
148,835  55 

79,078  40 

693,050  99 

467  81 

9.156  43 
48,546  39 

24 

26 

10,892  75 

27 

1,906  33 

893  48 
•      12  40 
2,199  43 

582  62 

28 

29 

96  44 

606  86 

9195 

fA) 

31 

14,704  55 
1,606  21 

65,374  49 

860  20 

21,223  01 

4,993  68 

35,383  08 

32 
33 

10177 

34 

42  26 

36 

374  08 
17  15 

36 

741  87 

922  71 

173  71 

36 

37 

$236,012  01 

1 

$416,704  15 

11,009,849  61 

$3,851,2!^  81 

$826,187  15 

$44,073,278  43 
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OPDRATING  EXPENSES 


Name  of  Company, 


Maintenance  of 


Bepairs 

and 

renewals 

of 

locomotiyes 


Repairs 

and 

renewals  of 

passenger 

cars. 


Repairs 

and 

renewals  of 

freight 

cars. 


Repairs  and 

renewals  of 

fer'-y  boats, 

tnpr*^.  fl<»  i!". 

etc. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee   &   Western 

3.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  P 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

5.  Chicago,  St  Paul,  Minneap- 

olis &  Omaha 

6.  Chicago,        Burlington       & 

Quincy    

7.  Chi.,    Lake    Shore   &    East- 

ern   

S.  Illinois    Central 

9.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

10.  Chi.,     Harvard     &     Geneva 

Lake  ..~ 

11.  Chippewa   Valley  &  North 

ern  

12.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

13.  Duluth,      South      Shore    & 

Atlantic  

14.  Diinhar  &  Wausaukee 

15.  Fairchild   &   Northeastern. 

16.  Great    Northern , 

17.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

18.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior  

19.  Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern 

20.  lola  &  Northern 

21.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W 

22.  Lake   Superior   Terminal   & 

Transfer  R'y.    Co 

23.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W 

24.  Minneapolis,   St.   P.  &  Ash- 

land     

26.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 
Sanlt  Ste.  Marie 

26.  Northern    Pacific 

27.  Northwestern   Coal   R'y   Co 

28.  Robbins- Railway  Co 

29.  Staney,  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 

30.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

31.  Whitcomb  &  Morris 

32.  Wisconsin  Central   

33.  Wisconsin  Western 

34.  Bayfield,     Lake     Shore      & 

Western  

35.  Hillsboro  &  Northeastern... 

36.  Roddls  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co.. 

37.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
88.  Mlnerar  Point  &  Northern.. 


Total 


$15129 

2,062  48 

1.918,230  63 

2,667,182  15 

449,712  06 

3,316.126  71 

126.746  48 
2,560,422  68 


1,785  93 
76,784  72 


46dOO 
701,062  75 
637.994  85 

96,167  30 

689.640  70 


1106  07 

1,060  83 

2,109,946  30 

2.589,426  39 

432,196  40 

6,268,626  70 


317,731  78 
610,583  96     3,810,283  80 


1,23168 


34,616  24 


1,287  23 
1,695,649  63] 
15,400  36 

7,400  84 

863  25 

88  51 

1,225  56 

5,518  63 
3,299  65 

6,96167 

339,528  88 
2,472,480  54! 
1,799  65 


374,560  78 
6,029  30 


10  95 

180  73 

1,002  98 


601  88 


114,657  14 
375.801  83 


6.901  36 
8.458  00 

220  00 
291,161  83 

293  73 

168  83 
219  20 


1,000  00 
126  90 


$15,878,248  14 


373  27 
2,075  36 


86,9?4  69 
570  67 

397 


19  71 


$3,634,460  64 


478  35 
1,635  69 

85,163  67 


680  25 

1,267,266  47 

22,271  24 

8,228  86 
1,188  44 


1,076  78 

1.848  60 
3,06162 

7,82102 

377,670  74 
2,161,416  98 


3,423  90 

7,358  52 

50  00 

343,102  39 

1,173  05 

28174 
116  88 


20  64 


1,770  68 


24,247  69 


29,616  51 


$18,824,611  99 .   $65,684  78 
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WHODS  lAKB,  190fr-Contlniied. 


Equipmont. 


Shop 

machinery, 

tools,  etc. 


Other 
expenses. 


$ll]fiO 
118,301 /Ol 
166,540  81 

80,713  71 
a86,780  80 

14,550  88 
275,546  05 


115  48 
137  14 


6,500  or 


65,118  7i 
1,677  87 


08  81 
321  13 


22,000  33 
180.484  06 


171.80 

1,639  51 

30  00 

23,310  68 


127  41 


n.C»>189  Oft 


TotaL 


$14  80 


834,OU80 

4M,747  70 

142,882  66 

427,404  20 

84.400  81 

620,725  48 

678  24 
1,109  23 


890  34 
24,147  91 


75 
8,674  81 
5,181,58S  79 
6,396,661  48 

1,151,652  13 

10,068, 5OT  01 

489,487  85 

7.804,810  21 

578  24 

2,546  29 

615  40 

4,212  02 

287,202  61 


12,680  10 

I 
100  00 


60OO0 


87,866  04 
14.870  48 


1,268  15 
5,028  89 


82,160  70 
68  89 


60  00 


12,281,660  98 


l,90r  48 
8.AW,28B  74 

OT,858  37 

15.729  69 

2.062  64 

269  24 

8,906  82 

7,460  94 

7,284  28 

14,782  69 

881,702  13 

6.176.000  87 

1,799  65 


12,138  67 

24,557  88 

300  00 

776,650  29 

2,100  84 

581  95 

386  06 


1,000  00 
167  25 


941*860,694  56 


Couducting  Transportation. 


Wages  of 
enffinemen, 
.  nremen 
fand  round- 
honsemen . 


Fuelfor 
locomotives. 


Water  sup- 
ply for 
locomotives. 


$2,141  15 

$1.98186 

2,780  40 

6.770  62 

8,870,660  97 

4.241,468  08 

4,086,184  94 

5,043,685  03 

7r7,285  86 

1,261,927  94 

8,522,121  51 

4.494,968  80 

868.4A160 

178,618  44 

8,474,844  74 

8,380,669  75 

4,ftSf5  73 
6,780  75 

2,571  26 

4,569  39 

1,802  91 

1,780  99 

2,808  79 

199,147  89 

275,001  37 

2,400  00 

1,986  00 

2,889  47 

4,423  47 

1,611.200  78 

8,188.461  44 

84,905  88 

60.480  69 

7,964  23 

14,020  04 

4,070  77 

5,007  27 

906  17 

1,123  00 

4,019  77 

7,762  00 

9,833  08 

11,475  40 

4,844  13 

7,333  14 

8,180  86 

80.1i»a2 

431,185  27 

787,505  79 

2,406,815  87 

8,817.066  40 

1,050  71 

1,361  26 

4,160  00 

8.490  80 

11,470  27 

11,272  78 

15,626  26 

87,048  04 

1.260  00 

225  00 

432,061  04 

976,682  04 

8,831  42 

4.807  86 

2.780  88 

2.135  58 

731  60 

1,416  18 

2,173  67 

2,192  61 

900  00 

2,172  00 

1.068  97 

2,418  17 

$20,620,796  88 

$87,190,643  75 

No. 


$12  06 


176,014  06 

260,679  87 

52,139  36 

287,776  40 

8,606  87 

197,915  M 


10,890  70 


88,884  09 
1,68146 


817  27 
636  14 
745  87 


28.925 
146.788 

174 


01 


472 
1,519 


81 
26 


28.057 
56 

86 
100 


00 
SO 
86 
00 


148  60 


$1,226,108  81 


1 
2 
8 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

IS 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 
24 


06     25 
80     80 


27 
26 
28 
80 
31 
82 
88 
34 
85 
36 
37 
88 
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Name  of  Company. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

2.  ^Uinapee  &  Western  

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern   ... 

5.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  Omaha 

6.  Chi.,   Burl.  &  Quiney   

7.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern... 

8.  Illinois  Central   

9.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

10.  Drummond  &   Southwestern 

11.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic  ... 

12.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

13.  l\iirchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

14.  Great  Northern   

15.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

10.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup.. 
IT.  Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern. 

18.  lola  &  Northern  

19.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
2a.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co. 

21.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

22.  Mpls,  St.  P.  &  Ashland  .... 
2S.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

24.  Northern  Pacific  

25.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co.. 

26.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

27.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

29.  Whitcomb    &    Morris    

29.  Wisconsin  Central  

SO.  Wisconsin  Western  

31.  Bayfield,  L.  S.  &  Western.. 
.12.  Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  .. 
,3:}.  Roddis  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co... 
m.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  .. 
35.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 

Total    


Conducting  Trans- 


All  other 
supplies 
tor  loco-^ 
motiveH. 


$64  75 

4:i^8  44 

171,796  0? 

2,154,491  43 

87,642  12 

2^8,152  63 

10,539  07 

286,707  23 

538  23 

87  38 

8,675  01 

500  00 


115,212  32 

1,435  34 

707  67 


63  12 
136  33 
729  72 
463  8^ 


28,688  45 

128,401  16 

163  08 

680  80 

1,522  87 

50  00 

20,118  64 

103  00 

59  35 


144  76 
53  55 


11,196,346  48 


Wages 

of  other 

trainmen. 


|1, 

a, 

2,318, 

2,980, 

£97, 

2.289, 

45, 

2,216. 

4. 

146, 
1, 
1, 
1.060, 
23. 
7. 
1. 

3, 

15. 

2. 

7, 

879, 

1.732, 


018  72 
117  05 
581  37 
345  50 
471  36 
(j67  50 
394  31 
001  21 
546  88 
540  98 
239  30 
O08  00 
435  05 
325  05 
Sm  46 
215  82 
778  92 
888  20 
781  20 
273  18 
339  80 
276  61 
263  42 
978  07 


7,034  68 
15,788  99 


317,510  56 

4,039  08 

1,016  00 

612  66 

899  06 

780  00 

1,186  98 


$U,206,8S6  06 


All  other 

train 
sapplies. 


J. Wages  of ', 
switchmen 

flagmen  and 
watchmea. 


118  44 
287  29 
517,484  90 
661,912  61 
121.095  89 
592,879  33 
5,940  29 
663,003  56 


63  46 
31.257  96 


281,544  32 

1,779  99 

115  89 

290  0b 

96  39 

426  58 


39  08 

2,517  43 

06,612  26 

331,681  31 


1,197  38 
2,646  28 


60,464  4£ 
303  82 


311  25 


93,284,4a0  10 


tH24  14 
1.382,224  OD 
1,570.344  ID 

226.182  70 
1,458,732  96 

269,889  73 
1,894.968  38 


59.570  90 


647  50 

480,363  27 

8,044  42 


511  65 

963  15 

8,967  00 


64,111  98 

698,808  40 

3,957  02 


1,269  83 

iso^ifflio 


270  00 


97.776.294  82 
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WHOUB  LINE,  1905— Continued. 


portation  — Continoed. 

Expenses 
of  telegraph, 

inoiuding 

train  dis* 
patchers  and 

operators. 

Wages  of 

s  cation 

agents,  clerks 

andlaboreis. 

1 

Station 
supplies. 

Switching 

charges 
(balance). 

Car 

mileage 

(balance). 

Loss  and 
damage. 

No. 

90  60 

9730  00 

29S  00 

2,500,396  47 

2,558,547  69 

47sS,907'  45 

a,»«,647  62 

U9,ia7  92 

2,273,893  82 

418  33 

903  07 

415  76 

188.588  97 

228,408  44 

46,10^  09 

284,674  01 

3,043  7b 

198,460  34 

928  23 

1,942  50 

479,487  42 

419,717  92 

115,248  62 

520,128  49 

4,181  16 

907,070  16 

101  60 

1 

240  m 

9896  48 

97.790  41 

423,004  09 

2 

360,504  12 
657,1^88 
176,400  :ii 

""280,6oa*i7 
431,601  06 

3 
4 

777,758  Oe 
5,5(JO  14 

520,438  81 

881,482  88 

6 

7 

576,300  56 

8 

9 

10 

38,029  20 

136,940  11 

6,S«:i  ^w 

094  16 

fi8S,034  70 

22,776  78 

2.066  33 

679  86 

392  45 

4,809  57 

3,090  00 

1,576  92 

10,173  41 

10,043  29 

12,100  58 

6,025  00 

11 
12 

oi  02 

60,085  79 

2,019  39 

74  61 

"iosiasioi 

zOi  Ho 

25  15 
268.083  23 

13 

319,212-  71 

11 

2,801  47 

979  50 
336  45 

1,379  78'     15 

32  00 

16 

17 

16  50 

28  09 

93  01 

810  52 

'18 

877  91 
836  25 

1,738  83 

248  9d 

755  41 

319  28 

62  94 

19 
20 

100  33 

102  10 

21 

22 

87,762  45 

227,317  08 

1,448,075  46 

414  58 

1,496  19 

11,839  64 

21,839  07 
120,799  38 

1,181  14 

01,530  68 
375,965  GO 

K{ 

667,724  53 

24 

73  35 
109  72 

25 

19  61 

«•■••■••••■•■• 

106 
1,638  32 

27  49 

546  14 

26 

1,770  36 

828  22 

11,524  66 

27 
?8 

108,693  36 
42  26 

881,516  63 

4,558  30 

749  92 

976  33 

27,242  83 
238  63 

5,873  54 

""  23,478  97 
3,495  87 

6i,274  54 

206  51 

29 
30 

78  85 

31 

32 

33 

614  39 
1,178  70 

34 

166  16 

ana  28 

273  18 

44  56 

33 

98,707,129  70 

918,431,121  00 

91.eQe.78B  28 

91,840,4U  87 

9946,501  87 

93,215,082  77 

596 


Report  of  the  Railboad  CommissioM^. 


OPBIRATING  BXPSa^SBS.  WHOLE 


Name  of  Company. 


Conduetinc  Transportation— Contiaaeda 


Injuries 
to  persons. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

8.  Chi.,  Milw.  &  St.  Paul  ... 
i.  Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
6.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

6.  Chi.,  Burl.  &  Quincy  

7.  Chicago,  I/.  S.  &  Eastern.. 

8.  Illinois  Central   

9.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

10.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  L4ike 

11.  (niippewa  Valley  &  N 

12.  Drummond  A  Southwestern 

13.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 

14.  l>unbar  &  Wausaukee  

15.  i^iirchild  &  Northeastern.. 
W.  Great   Northern    

17.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

18.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

19.  Haselhurst  &.  Southeastern 

20.  lola  &  Northern  

21.  Kewaunee,   G.  B.  &  W 

20.  LakeSup.  T.  &T.    Ry.    Co. 
SS.  Marinette,  Tomah'wk  A  W. 

21.  Mpls.,    St.   P.   &  Ashland. 

25.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

26.  Northern    Pacific    

27.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.   Co 

28.  Robbins  Railway  Co 

29.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

30.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.... 

SI.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

32.  Whitcomb  &   Morris   

S3.  Wisconsin    Central    

3*.  Wisconsin   Western   

85.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W 

99.  Hillsboro  &  N.    E 

87.  Roddis  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co.. 

38.  La  Crosse  &  S.   E 

30.  Mineral  Point  A  Nor 


Total 


Barges, 
floats,  tugs, 
ferry-boats, 
expense  of, 
including 
wages,  fuel 
and  sup- 
plies. 


Other 
expense. 


Total. 


$1,964  05 


817,708  70 
530,909  21 

61,475  68 
28i,lTr  00 

22,016  19 
554,034  60 


85  35 


5,947  58 


^,100  45 


18,238  aO 


500 

249,409  60 

4^  10 


50  00 
577  75 


115,092  64 
851,869  34 


050 


20  50 


81,456  84 


$2,019  71 

4,088  90 

1,946,762  11 

713,047  12 

184,672  78 

8,198,075  86 

60,535  72 

2,178,578  68 

4,613  98 


178 

42,127  88 

973  05 


1,208,150  22 
8,584  56 


180 

iioes's? 


64,207  07 

46,348  87 

1186 


72  50 


665  99 
111,532  21 
493,244  69 


2,282  29 


8,476  89 


126,868  41 

888  02 

1,054  42 

668  06 

600  00 


2,206  70 


$10,021  65 

22,150  28 

18,280.497  64 

20,629,613  22 

4,132,619  83 

21,180,790  78 

911,968  « 

18,224,287  72 

9,200  68 

16,022  84 

6,452  80 

5,823  38 

902,778  98 

14,400  41 

10,288  77 

9,844,228  49 

ie5,(rr9  23 

32,642  04 

11.818  76 

4,016  63 

27,180  95 

48,129  45 

17,568  87 

39,538  07 

2,476,894  57 

12,649,560  08 

8,114  80 

7,650  80 

86,018  66 


102,080  88 
1,686  00 
2,292,887  89 
21,682  20 
7,950  86 
4,894  72 
6,766  34 
4,78186 
9,446  56 


12,625,966  2e|     |182,909  80|fI0,298,G61  00  $(112,170,166  10 
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lANB,  180&-Contlnned. 


General  Expenses. 

1 

Salaries 
of  officers. 

Salaries 
of  clerks. 

General 
office  ex- 
penses and 
rent. 

Agencies,  1. 
including  « 
salaries 
.and  rent. 

Advertis- 
ing. 

Commis- 
sions. 

No. 

$720  00 
OOO  00 

$15  5d 
112  18 
33,675  38 
95,537  10 
14.080  80 
84,409  75 
6,761  18 
92,584  66 

1 

$1,156  00 
399,262  25 
337,409  10 

78,308  IS 
6»>,449  15 

ll,2Tr84 
355,489  28 

2 

334.682  96 

3 

172,770  66 
100,199  89 
372.509  82 

$6ii,546  28 

68,774  71 

$229,518  86 
16,426  43 

$11,728  80 
1.069  78 

4 
5 
6 

10,199  96 

7 

240,824  48 

8 

9 

1,200  00 

738  25 

86  70 

167  26 

10 

11 

200  00 
81,071  06 

^  45 
4,887  74 

12 

22,435  01 

32,205  04 

4,903  83 

22,922  94 

18 
14 

1,899  96 

15 

146,016  18 

277,402  50 
5,946  37 

58,020  56 
557  29 

16 

11,400  00 

330  24                176  66 

17 

18 

1 

19 

1 

80 

3,800  00 

1,370  00 
2,521  69 
1,155  00 

31  35 

21 

2,160  00 

24  80 

22 

1,800  00 

9H 

24 

38,728  70 

69,808  68 
S77,114  44 

19,644  26 
46,944  86 

181,770  68         e4.4fia  oa 

21* 

231,736  20 

816,339  02 

106,732  56 

26 

1,500  00 

f/7 

28 

3,000  00 

2,400  00 

300  00 

8,979  85 

183  90 

20 

••••«••«. ••••• 

80 

1,780  00 
200  00 

2,168  28 

96166 

1,120  19 

788  05 

81 
82 

65,62S  00 

60,896  48 

37,871  25 

144,217  10 

16,942  77 

83 

84 

812  60 

85 

86 

87 

1,170  00 

600  00 

463  84 

88 

1,949  66 

457  50 

39 

fl.750,9i8  79 

|2, 669,129  90 

1489,674  88 

$i,S89,2io  as 

$409,90611 

$60,680  47 

•  •  •  • 
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OPERATING  EXPENSES. 

General 


Name  of  Company. 


General  Expenses. 


Insurance. 


Expense  of 

fast  freight 

lines. 


Expense  of 
tramc  asso- 
ciations. 


Expense  of 

stock  yards 

abd  eleya- 

tors. 


1.  Abbotsford  &■  Northeastern.. 

• 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

14;»82 

147,79«  08 
20,442  4S 

29,065  86 

233,665  15 

3,541  IG 
120,000  00 

4v'i<  0 

* 

3.  Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St. 
Paul  

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  .... 

57,637  92 
23.358  S4 

6.  Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Mlnne- 
apoliH  &  Omaha  

80.580  23 

0.  C*hicflgo,      Burlington      and 
Quincy  

7.  Chicago,     Lake    Shore    and 
Eastern   

8.  Illinois  Central  

9.  Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva 

i^ake  

10.  Drummond  &  Southwestern. 

11.  Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 

8,. 971  46 

12.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

33.  Great  Northern   

131,382  13 

1,3:37  -10 

41  80 

27  00 

345  68 

30!?  45 

14.  Green  Bay  Western  

15.  Hawth'ne,  Nebag'n  &    Rnp'r 
Id.  HnzelhurRt  &  Southeastern. 



17.  lola  &  Northern 

18.  Kewaunee.  G.  B.  &  W 

]9.  linke  Sup'r  T.  Sc  T.  Rv.  Co 

20.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

TS5  20 

21.  Mnls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland.  .. 

>•••!•« ••••••■ 

22.  Mpls.,   St.  P.  &  S.   Sto.  M. 

31,55'?  90 

144,093  10 

528  54 

2,021  08 

37  50 

2,708  14 

8,511  00 

2S.  Northern  Pacific  

24.  Northwestern  Coal  Rv.  Co.. 

25.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

20.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

27.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

S8.  Whltcomb  &  Morris   

20.  Wisconsin  Central  

33,000  00 

30.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W.. 

31.  Rnddls  Lumber  &  V.  Co 

32.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern... 

3«ft71 

Total    

$914,900  28 

$110,990  70 

$89,067  28 

Eepokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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whole  LINB.  1905-Continued. 
Kxpenses— Continued. 


General  Expenses— Continued. 

Rentals  of 

trades, 
yards  aud 
lormioals 

Rentals  not 

otherwise 

provided 

for. 

Legal 
expeuaes. 

Stationery 
and 
printing. 

Other 

general 

ex  peaces. 

Total. 

No. 

Ai 

$494  21 

$3  00 
267  22 

50,817  75 
138,470  40 

9,744  18 

247,090  92 

8,026  37 
137.438  15 

$81  87 
200  00 

61,976  35 
33,323  38 

5,445  08 

80,007  35 

2,746  50 
34.902  S4 

127  05 

$1,314  00 
2,467  17 

1,243,078  7C 
2,119,381  81 

615,300  38 

1,751,048  10 

^26,917  40 
1,104,567  75 

3,6©  20 
240  65 

186,740  8? 

2,028  08 

78},  375  16 

30,750  32 

l,40e  89 

39?  n-V 

14fi  ft) 

1 

2 

$205,563  C3 
314.818  20 

14,441  89 

112,736  90 

2,415  S3 
128,208  36 

174  43 

620 

4,513  45 

50  10 

60,784  49 

2,984  56 

3 

144,191  91 
128,276  44 

$21,993  79 
20,483  67 

4 
6 
6 

281,526  97 

421  60 

7 
8 

048  52 

9 

10 

30,813  27 
15  00 

2,391  98 

7,571  T2 

15,SSt  42 

61  02 

32, 6»  .^ 

2,701  «> 

65  49 

55  75 

58  50 

260  91 

516  17 

11 
12 

77,140  42 
439  90 

13 

3,506  74 

31  50 

14 
15 





•  •••••••■••■■• 

300  00 
62  50 

16 

17 

lOROO 
iiVJ  01 



2,115  88                 8,060  80 
126  50,                n.OW  87 

18 

Sf»  45 

in 

219  02 

1 ,007  45 
5,8>T0  05 
9.24^  PI 
168,061  92 
1,009  04 

4,960  67 

5,8'W  0''i 

574.525  61 

1,020,714  85 

3,166  OP 

7.980  51 

359  00 

23,660  00 

200  00 

439,095  41 

1 ,032  7r 

1,770  or 

5,458  28 

20 

21 

184,401  02 
337.195  9> 

4.:J07  S2 

2^3'i  m 
128, 44S  no 

101  26 

43.324  «^ 

135,740  ^^ 

27  2ri 

374  n»i 

21  50 

744  81 

2a 

2.'? 
24 

25 

26 

8,515  Fi 

802  3P 

392  04 

75  00 

27 
28 

12,59:?  04 
5  00 

32,705  7n 

15,5vS2  00 
74  19 

34,233  01 
41  10 

29 

l,r)CO00 

30 
31 

154  00 

2,044  75 

■^? 

$8n,891  82 

$1,150,175  87 

$85,667  75 

$467,483  Se 

$l,0n>.920  50 

$11,187,465  61 

coo 
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OPERATING  BXPDNSES. 
Becapltulation 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

0. 

7. 

8. 

0. 
10. 
11. 
1?. 
IS. 
14. 
15. 
id. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
2?. 
23. 
M. 
2*5. 
26. 
27. 
2S. 
29. 
30. 

an. 

34. 
S'>. 
96. 

»7. 

.^s. 

39. 


Name  of  Company. 


MainteDanoe 
of  way  and 
structures. 


Mainfenanoe 

of 

equipment. 


Abbotsford  &  Northcnstern  

Ahnapce  &   Western    

Chlcajro,    Milwaukee  &   St.    Paul 

C'hicagro  &  Northwestern  

Ch\csigOf   St.   Paul,    Minnenpolls  &  Omaha 

('hlcajTo,  BurlliiRton  &  Quincy   

(^lilcafTo,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois   Central 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

Chicago,  Harvard  &  Lake  Geneva 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern  

Drummond  &  Southwestern  

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Dunbar  &  Wausnukee  

Falrchlld  &  Northeastern   

Great   Northern    

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagramon  &  Superior  

Ilazelhurst  &  Southeastern   

Tola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  

lyake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Ry.  Co. 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

Minneapolis,   St.  Paul  &  Ashland   

Minneapolis.   St.   Paul  &  Sault  Ste.   Marie... 

Northern  Pacific   

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

Robbins   Railway   Co 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  Sc  Michigan  

Whltcomb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin  Western  

Bavfleld,  Lake  Shore  &  W 

Hlllsboro  &  Northeastern   

Roddis  Lumber  &  Veneor  Co 

La    Crosse  &   Southeastern    

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  


Totals 


W. 

^5,956, 

7,415, 

1,420, 

125, 

0.072, 

9, 

2, 

4, 
435, 


807  88 
771  97 
586  24 
578  29 
574  54 
782  94 
123  23 
828  48 
001  25 
378  77 
391  29 
456  50 
662  63 


10,278  43 

5,000,535  27 

102,729  74 

5,656  32 

1,203  00 

1,162  19 

23.062  20 

7,045  06 

ie,90(i  59 

24,26?  43 

743,608  20 

7,235,622  52 

3,967  15 

10,892  75 

25,877  24 

6,725  12 

24.014  33 

2,140  00 

806,202  55 

12,773  69 

6,818  73 

1,595  67 

374  08 

2,891  37 

12,501  88 


$271  75 

3,574  81 

6,181,585  79 

6,390,661  48 

1,151,660  13 

10,088,557  61 

4^,437  3> 

7.804.810  21 

578  24 

2.546  2i» 

615  49 

4,212  02 

227,202  61 


1,9G7  48 

3.526,263  74 

57.8>8  37 

15,729  09 

2,0^64 

269  24 

3,905  32 

7,460  94 

7,284  28 

14,782  60 

SSI  .702  13 

6,176,010  ^ 

1,799  65 


12.138  57 


24,557  28 

300  00 

776.  OW  20 

2,100  84 

581  95 

386  08 

1.000  00 

167  25 

$44,073,278  43    ,1^1,859.694  58 


» IncludlnflT  net  additions  to  property. 
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whole  line,  1905.— Continued, 
of  Expenses^ 


Conducting 

(ieneral 

Grand 

transportation. 

ezpenaes. 

totaL 

$10,021  65 

n.314  60 

$18,415  88 

22.150  28 

2,467  17 

40,964  23 

18,280,457  54 

1,243,078  70 

30,661,708  27 

20,«;29,613  22 

2,119,381  84 

36.561.234  83 

4.132,619  82 

615,300  38 

7,329,146  87 

21,186,780  78 

1,751,018  10 

41,479,169  43 

911,958  82 

326,917  40 

1,846,436  80 

18,224,287  72 

1,104,567  75 

33.206,494  16 

9,21)0  66 

18,840  15 

15,022  34 

3;632  26 

23,579  60 

6,452  30 

7,459  08 

5,323  33 

240  65 

14,232  50 

992,778  98 

196,740  87 

1,852,706  09 

14.400  41 

14,400  41 

10.283  77 

2.028  08 

24,557  76 

9,844,228  49 

783,375  16 

19,154,402  66 

165,679  23 

30,750  32 

357,017  66 

32,-542  04 

1,402  89 

55,330  94 

11.818  76 

397  55 

15,481  97 

4.015  63 

148  00 

5,595  06 

27.190  95 

8,060  80 

62,229  27 

48,129  45 

6.953  87 

69,589  3? 

17.538  37 

4,966  67 

46,695  91 

39,538  07 

5,830  05 

84,416  23 

2.476.??94  57 

574.525  61 

4,676,815  51 

12,549,581)  03 

1,920,714  85 

26,881,943  77 

8,114  36 

3,166  08 

17.047  24 

7,650  80 

18,543  55 

36,013  56 

7.980  54 

82.009  91 

359  00 

7,084  12 

102.080  88 

23,680  00 

174,312  49 

1,535  00 

200  00 

4.175  00 

2,292..'«7  82 

439,095  41 

4,374,336  07 

21,532  26 

36,406  79 

7,950  25 

1,932  79 

17.283  72 

4,394  72 

6,376  37 

5.765  34 

6,139  42 

4.781  35 

1,770  00 

10.442  72 

9,445  55 

1 

5,458  2S 

1 

27.572  96 

$112,170,155  10  I  $11,187,465  61  I  $209,290,593  72 


Percentage 
of  operating 

Mileage 
upon  \?hicb 

No. 

expen^ea  to 

based. 

earnings. 

64.54 

15.16 

1 

65.30 

34.00 

2 

61.47 

7,132  16 

3 

66.59 

7,408.13 

4 

61.09 

1,682.55 

5 

63.65 

8.552.76 

6 

42.70 

448.32 

7 

66.91 

4,373.91 

8 

139.69 

24.00 

9 

97.68 

11.00 

10 

68.29 

10.00 

11 

96.40 

8.18 

12 

68.44 

585.81 

13 

58.28 

13.50 

14 

68.00 

33.00 

15 

48.40 

4,967.49 

16 

59.50 

225.00 

17 

114.00 

25.00 

18 

66.17 

11.00 

19 

75.18 

4.70 

20 

53.42 

36.70 

21 

16.33 

22 

91.18 

43.77 

-3 

130.08 

45.75 

24 

53.16 

1,773.98 

25 

52.95 

5.314.95 

26 

107  21 

"8.00 

27 

96.56 

30.00 

28 

61.64 

52.36 

29 

28.33 

1.03 

30 

70.44 

131.00 

31 

135.30 

6.00 

32 

65.80 

977.04 

33 

52.38 

51.97 

34 

176.30 

14.00 

35 

40.08 

5.00 

36 

100.00 

10.00 

37 

138.75 

30.56 

38 

237.60 

30.60 

39 

60.32 

44,144.70 

•  •  •  • 
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0PBRATIN6  BXPBNSBS, 
Operating  Expenses  of  Roads  Doing  Business  In  Wisconsin  as  Reported 


Name  of  Company. 


Maintenance  of 


Repairs  of 
roadway. 


Renewals 
of  rails. 


Renewals 
of  ties. 


Repairs  of 

bridges  and 

oolyerts. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 

R 

9. 
10. 
11 
1^ 
13. 

H. 
15. 
16. 
17 
18. 

10. 

?1. 

*«■■  • 

23. 

24. 

25. 

?«. 
27. 
09. 
00 

30.' 

37. 
3S. 


Abbotsforrt   &  Northeastern 

Ahnajiee  &  Western 

Chi.,  Mil    u  St.  Paul 

rhfcn;2ro    &    Northwestern... 

St.  Paul,  Mlnneap- 

Omaha 

Burl.    &.  Quinoy... 

Tj.  S.  &  Eastern.. 
Central    


Chica^'o. 

oils  & 
rhirapo. 
(^llcnpo. 
Illinois 

Chip.  Ulver  &  Northern  — 
Chi.,  ITnrv.  &  Geneva  Lake 
Chip.  Valey  &  Northern... 
Drnnunopfl  &  Southwestern 
Duluth.   South   Shore  &  At-I 

lantic     I 

Dunbar   &   Wausaukee | 

Fafrohi'fl  &  Northeastern...!  5.462 

Great    Northern    |    4,087.117 


$5,632 

8,736 

3,297,504 

3,993.480 

932,593 

5,187,798 

83.989 

3,669,992 

4.595 

1,289 

498 

9,680 


59 
25 
44 
81 

22 
21 
07 
13 
73 
48 
28 
89 


$48115 


549,726  25 
908,666  62 

140,699  31 

904.734  50 

25,459  37 

392,847  42 


337,812  84|         18,611  83 


$1,488  90 

1,960  00 

567,584  54 

858,528  22 

204,418  47 

1,364.303  69 

27,956  96 

743,861  60 

108  79 


1,096  63; 
42,269  42 


281. 
60 
54,746  60| 


Gr(*en    Bay   &    Western 
Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    &I 

Superior     I  3.065  151 

TTayelhiirst  &  Southeastern.!  252  071. 

Iinisboro   &    Northeastern..!  1,354  16. 

Tola    &    Northern !  322  111. 

Kewannee,     Green     Bay     &!  ! 

Wo^to'-n     !  22,07152! 

I.'iVo  r»M)erlor  Terminal    &j  I 

Trans 'er  Ry.  Oo |  7,775  521 

Mnr1nr<te.      Tomahawk      &|  | 

West'M-n    10.813  711 

Manner  mmIs.     St.      Paul     &\  I 

Snnlt    T^te     Mnrle !  591,900  02! 

Northern     Paeiflc 1  4,524.224  26| 

Northv-es^ern  Coal  Ry.  Co.. I  4,834  34|. 

Pob''lp^     PnHwav    Co I I. 


213.635  87 
31,000  00 

92  81 


319,029  51 
23.591  60 

144  66 

9608 


12,000  00 

132  17j 

I 
5.664  18| 

1 

3.582  63! 

147,180  20! 


1.000  00 
1.794  68 

5,828  04 

f 

10^.863  621 

475.253  531 

462  52 


$2,267  92 

1,520  50 

645.554  92 

624,321  25 

161.696  33 

1,548,122  94 

12.362  54 

768,900  76 


26  72 

27,129  41 


497  88 

666.102  14 

4,694  43 

24  16 
144  16 


2,147  96 


S^^nn'ey.    AferrfU    &    Phillips! 

AViiiona   Bn'dpe   Co | 

Wsoonsbi   S.'   MIehiffan I 

WhlteoTnl>  «:  Morris | 

W'sf'ons'n    Central ' 

Wlpeonf«In     Western ! 

J,i\  Crosse  &  Southeastern..! 
Sniierior   &    Southeastern...!. 

B'»«l(Iis   T/Uuiber    &     Veneer' 
Co  I. 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern..! 

I- 


18,327 

150 

17,4*26 

1.560 

393.. S04 

7.874 

7,561 


181, 
64!, 
681, 
00!, 
05| 

211 

821. 


58,239  as 
150  00 


20.321  86 
72 


Tota'.     I$27,313,979 

I 


4,233  23 

128  84 

2,166  41 

200  00 

126,682  03 

3,963  42 


-!■ 


$2,802,801  261  $4,881,015  29 


610  40 

123,643  27 

1,291.289  52 

460  00 


3,740  eo 

2,776  84 
434  14 


94,386  86 
3,106  72 


907  98 


$6,866,167  34 
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whole  LIKB,  1906. 

to  tlie  Railroad  Commission  for  Year  ending  June  30,  1906. 


Way  and  Stractnrea. 

Repairs  of 

fences,  road 

crossiiiirs, 

signs  bad 

cattle  guards. 

-Repairs  of 
bnildings. 

Repairs  of 

docks  and 

wharves. 

Repairs  of 
telegraph. 

Other 

expenses. 

Total. 

No. 

$35  06 
620  00 

$274  02 

864  00 

631.129  22 

722,0^/1  76 

111.085  46 

1.163.001  60 

20.585  75 

718,903  63 

$5  40 

$3  60 

$10,188  66 

13,700  75 

8,179.511  47 

6.817,787  02 

1.600.813  90 

10,611.796  06 

176.984  37 

6,827,592  50 

4,627  58 

2,882  77 

589  92 

10.902  92 

476,939  14 

1 

2 

206.239  66 
207,778  76 

43.148  75 

205.905  24 

1,925  70 

18.616  64 
56,620  35 

4.004  06 
4,626  81 

47.358  88 
34.088  02 

12.08106 

230,228  19 

3.453  80 

68,625  49 

2,226.797  92 
12,332  34 

1,188  24 

3,056  88 

1.261  18 

274.011  02 

3 

4 

6 

6 
7 

186,001  20 
13  06 

24.449  25 

8 
9 

216  30 

1.376  99 
9164 
98  78 

13  13 

10 

11 

12 



6.610  32 

26.276  94 

15.465  70 

3.759  66 

13 
14 

96  75 
5.696  60 

....r... 

1 

64  76 
8.263  69 

6,121  67 

6.736.343  70 

122,909  54 

3,366  78 
403  30 

1,617  32 
326  42 

38,429  09 

10,898  27 

23.35155 

1.023.733  70 

7,424.616  49 

6.022  76 

7.238  60 

90.858  95 

3.070  15 

23,372  05 

1.760  00 

859,723  40 

17.824  45 

7.561  82 

3,966  71 

675  28 

24.573  23 

15 

47.770  07 
723  99 

.............. 

448.297  65 
7.401  34 

30  00 

7  07 

167  08 

4  31 

493  65 

6S4  79 

392  85 

112.568  38 

731.776  06 

265  90 

40.430  57 
75158 

16 
17 

•"•••*•••••••* 

18 

19 

20 

21 

215  19 

500  78 

22 

511  11 

23 

42  37 

• 

24 

22.879  24 
154,965  04 

39,076  01 
34.714  36 

26.422  86 
65.212  51 

797  67 

26 
26 

•/7 

7.238  60 

7S 

525  23 

3*487*83 

13  83 
2.460  45 

544  88 

29 

30 

26  59 

138  Oi 

675  42 

44  35 

31 
3? 

19.517  49 
927  25 

83.298  37 
1,803  35 

42.157  03 

6.497  50 

36.642  02 
•. 

33 
34 

35 

:;::;:;:;::::::::::::::::: 

3.966  71 

675  28 

797 

36 

::;;;:::::;;i::::":::::::: 

37 

691  88 

3.179  68 

63  96 

38 

•f 

$1,106,073  2? 

$4,789,761  66 

$246,161  36 

$529,199  68 

$2,677,920  67 

$60,113,060  19 

39— R.  R, 


604 


Report  of  tile  Raileoad  Commission. 


OPDRATING  BXPBNSBS. 


Maintenance  of 

Name  of  Company. 

Repairs  and 

renewals  of 

locomotives. 

Repairs  and 

renewals  of 

passenger 

cars. 

Repairs  and 

renewals  of 

freight 

cars. 

Repairs  and 
renewals  of 
ferry-boats, 
tugs,  floats 
and  barges. 

1.  Abbotflford  &  Northeastern 

11,436  68 

1,353  75 

1,915.387  47 

3,140,532  15 

422.364  30 

5.113,800  83 

118,532  68 

2,318.908  98i 

963  74 

1189  90 

910  00 

2,446.702  06 

4,592.976  80 

479.203  93 

7.068.369  74 

423.984  17 
3.924.296  96 

■ 

2.  Ahnapee   ft    Western 

n.^6  20 
688.696  17 
564,559  63 
104.530  57 
839,504  96 

3.  Chloaeo.  Milwaukee  &  St.  P 

4.  Chlcafo    &    Northwestern.. 
6.  Chlowpo.   Ht    P.   Mpls.   &  0 

$2.060  73 

6.  Chicago,   JJurl.    &   Qu.'ncv.. 

7.  Chlcngci,    Lake    S.    &    East- 
(»rn 

8.  Illinois     Central 

665,682  11 

6.668  36 

9.  Chippewa  Uiver  &  Northern 

10.  Chi..     Harvard    &    Geneva 
I^ke  

668  26 

668  26 

1,466  05 
1.999  86 

109,316  76 

11.  Chippewa   Valley  &  North- 
ern     

12.  Drnmmond  &  Southwestern 



1,006  19 

86.801  78 

13.  Dnluth,  So.     Shore    &    At- 
lantic    

36,062  37 

. 

14.  Dunbar  ^  Wau^aukee 

15.  Falrehlld    &  Northeastern.. 

1,537  29 

1,904.515  34 

13,48 t  07 

9,773  33 
656  85 
84")  93 
228  00 

5,079  59 

6.445  26 

2,808  61 

408.362  24 

2.601. 66S  22 

1.784  11 

725 

1,748,429  19 

21,067  38 

6.769  63 
577  96 

16.  Great    Northern 

648.26168 
7,818  33 

17.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

18.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 
Superior  

19.  Ilnzelhurst   &   Southeastern 

4  34 

1,169  53 

28  49 

676  87 

386 

434  73 

616,642  40 

20.  Illllsboro   &   Northeastern.. 

21.  lo'a  &. Northern 

22.  Kewaunee,   Green     Bay     & 
Western    

1,612  23 

1,577  17 

1.826  29 

474.469  08 
2,785,498  70 

23.  I^ke  Superior    Terminal    & 
Transfer  Ry.  Co 

24.  Marinette,     Tomahawk      & 
Western  

25.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 
Sault   Ste  Mar'e 

26.  Northern     Pacific 

'29,260  66 

27.  Northwestern  Coal    Ry.    Co 

28.  Bobbins  Railway  Co 

• 

29.  Stanley.    Morrill  &   Phillips 

7.493  22 

10,313  42 

150  00 

309,647  11 

1,030  72 

415  28 
1.683  70 

13.197  94 

8.834  43 

50  00 

356.377  38 

1.583  98 

30.  Wisconsin  *  Mlchlf^an 

31.  WTiltcomb  &  Morris 

32.  Wisconsin  Central 

84.204  49 
681  53 

33.  Wisconsin  Western 

34.  Jja  Crosse  &  S.*E.  Ry.  Co.. 

35.  Superior  &  Southeastern... 

36.  Rod d is    Lumber    &    Veneer 
Co    

37.  Mineral   Point   &   Northern 

6,609  10 

268  17 

209  68 

Total     

^8,412. 416  96 

94.196,646  61 

$24,460,970  66 

|37»979  78 

•  *                                               .                                    * 

Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WHOIiB  LINBS.  1906-ContlDnecl. 


equipment . 


Shop  ma- 
chinery 
toolSf  etc. 


Other 
expenses. 


Total. 


Conducting  Transportation. 


Wages  of  en- 
janeers,  fire- 
men and 
roandhonse- 
men. 


164  80 
147,426  71 
184.398  73 

36,060  90 
415,313  11 

20.034  22 
319,598  02 


125  52 


652  77 
428  19 


7,635  10 


55,743  15 
2,570  95 


178  48 
326  04 

36.594  99 
80,608  05 


213  39 

1,459  35 

50  00 

24,537  18 


400,825  78 
513,194  66 
174,398  13 
534.916  10 
16.571  72 
469.873  75 


534  08 

"2;02i '72 
24,956  31 


11,652  10 

4,273  75 

5,698,037  18 

8,997,712  70 

1,216,547  89 

13,961.904  74 

679,122  79 

7,705,028  16 

963  74 

2,323  37 

1,893  24 

5,027  76 

264,772  32 


64  75 

246.695  30 

13,672  11 

37  49 


600  00 


36,149  12 
11,151  11 


1.547  66 
2.172  33 
4,903  74 


30.899  84 


•2.416  50 
•1,413  69 


62  09 


1,609  29 

4,502,644  66 

58,612  84 

16,580  35 

1.139  15 

2,015  46 

256  49 

7,868  69 

7,204  77 
5,392  67 

1.090,480  37 

6.024.727  13 

1.784  11 

1.547  66 

23.491  16 

27.094  64 

250  00 

806.666  00 

3,296  23 

2,416  50 

1,413  69 


7,148  94 


12,191  86 

2.428  32 

3,502,756  57 

4,397,287  62 

823,850  22 

4.059,901  94 

300,448  59 

3,513,245  58 

3,594  38 

2,723  50 

4,972  46 

3,055  44 

227,139  49 

2,228  00 

1,835  831 

1,854,928  33| 

35.356  69 

8,512  83 

1,406  21 

740  60 

967  45 

3,996  85 

12.971  55 
4.599  06 

561,932  50 

3,034,767  21 

2.258  95 

8.052  00 

10.002  98 

17,261  63 

1,260  00 

454,557  95 

3.237  55 

2,273  31 


2.196  87 
3.701  04 


Fuel  for 
locomotives. 


Water  supply 
for  loco- 
motives. 


12.644 

6,629 

4,501.777 

5,362  122 

1,310,642 

5,149.477 

232.241 

3,409,628 

2,607 

6.192 

2.459 

4,584 

325,812 

2.256 

2.371 

3,706.906 

TO.261 

12.048 

2.041 

1,772 

1.254 

8.287 


15 
68 
28 
44 

72 
00 
71 
29 
89 
30 
GO 
51 
17 
00 
09 
61 
35 
27 
36 
04 
00 
00 


13.985  82 
7,475  26 

996,907? 

4.565,120  £ 

2.023  1 

4,701  5 

19.689  S 

33.299  7 

225C 

649.911  a 

4,304  C 

t5,098  6 


1.707 
6,987 


127  65 


186,151  32 
266,362  75 
51,947  53 
272.776  46 
7,141  76 
208.966  33 


12,446  03 


116.008  91 

1.762  49 

102  60 


108  00 


432  86 
108  76 

40.406  64 

190.067  05 

284  41 


667  31 
1.347  04 


27,622  56 
202  75 


104  52 


$1,333,884  191  $2,488,103  50  $50,931,900  54|  $22,872,638  35|$30,434,356  121   $1,385,024  73i 

I 1  I  I  1 


No. 


1 
2 
3 
4 

0 

6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 

25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 


•  Items  not  given,    t  Includes  water  supply. 
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Repobt  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 


OPBRATINQ  EXPBNBB9, 


Name  of  Company. 


Condootinir  Transportation— Continned. 


All  other 
supplies  for 
looomotiTes 


Waaes 

of  other 

trainmen. 


All  other 

train 
suppii'^s. 


Wages  of 
switchmen, 

flaffmen 

and 

watchmen. 


1.  Abbotsford  &,  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  Chi..    Mil.    &  St.    Paul 

4.  Chirajro   &    Northwestern... 

5.  C,   St.   P.   M.  &  O 

6.  C.    B.  &   Q 

7.  Chicago,   Im    S.   &   Eastern. 

8.  Illinois    Central    

9.  Chi ,  Ilarv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

10.  Drnmmond  &.  Southwestern 

11.  Duluth.    Su    S.    &  Atlantic. 

12.  Dunbar   &   Wansankee 

13.  Falrrhrd    ft   Northeastern.. 
14   Great    Northern    

15.  Green  Bay  &  Wesrtern 

16.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup.. 

17.  Ilazelhnrst   &    Sontheastorn 

18.  IlillRboro   &    Northeastern.. 

19.  lola   &   Northern 

20   Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  West.. 

21.  Lake   Superior   Terminal   & 

Transfer  Ry.   Co 

22.  Blarloctto,  Tom.  &  Western 

23.  Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Siault    Ste     Mar!e 

24.  Northern    Pacific    

25.  Northwestern  Coal   Ry.   Co. 

26.  Stanley.    Merrill    &    Phillips 

27.  W^lsconsin  &  Michigan 

28.  Whltcomb  &  Morris 

29.  Wisconsin   Central    | 

30.  Wisconsin  Western  

31.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

32.  Roddia  Lbr.   &  Veneer  Co.. 

33.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


$82  86 

620  00 

183,477  12 

248,612  28 

40.731  79 

296,096  05 

12,907  01 

212,669  49 

496  12 

436  67 

10,965  63 

600  00 

13  79 

137,860  81 

1,485  64 

741  80 

123  01 

51  57 

42  30 

130  67 

944  85 
284  99 

39,310  431 
161,049  51| 

187  741 

646  121 

1,198  87f 

50  00| 

23.663  631 

133  83 

293  60 


468  50 


Totals    11,376.066  38 


$1.34124 

1,980  00 

2,437,012  21 

3,220,218  88 

631,216  95 

2,519,400  52 

58,280  65 

2,225,494  09 

5,395  69 

1,315  60 

166,462  01 

1,585  00 

1,423  90 

1,304.669  81 

23,632  6S 

7,348  23 

671  71 

773  50 

911  97 

3,869  18 

20,042  13 
1.972  70 

480,047  35 
2,084,710  70 


8,785  82 
18,446  05 


$0  24 
302  44 
566,171  62 
602.937  85 
131,611  92 
708.306  56 
7,314  92 
676,195  36 


124  04 
32,982  32 


382,079  77 

1,974  73 

128  19 

22  09 


57  12 
471  29 


$547  50 
1.565.646  62 
1,698,072  04 

263,787  12 
1,701,266  66 

356.611  93 
1,476.200  18 


64,309  02 


496  75 

603.596  64 

8,134  86 


336.119  86| 
4,245  741 
1,701  72|. 
1,095  391. 
2,825  54[ 


374  42 

90,877  68 
416,742  96 

i 

1.292  741 
2,446  88] 

I 


497  26 
1,023  00 

4.349  47 


86,827  36 

888,899  60 

4,903  81 

3.310  63 

1,610  32 


68.080  691 
298  61 


198  71 


166,160  10 
"**638'49 


$8,897,786  73 


Eepobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WHOLB  LINB,  1906— ContlDned. 


Condncting  Transportation— Continued. 


Ezpensob  of 

telegraph,  in- 

clading  traiu 

dispatchers . 
and  operators. 

Wages 

of  station 

agents.  olerJcs 

and  laix>rer8. 

Station 
supplies. 

Switching 
charges- 
Balance  . 

Car 
mileage- 
Balance. 

• 

LoR.s  and 
damage. 

No. 

$720  00 

2,995  00 

2,797,329  31 

2,779,807  53 

546,972  82 

2,760,861  47 

78,799  19 

2,386.063  17 

266  00 

$138  62 

616  20 

190,179  87 

247,114  32 

61.329  61 

298,548  01 

3,560  78 

204,014  21 

588  VY 

$1,806  75 

420  80 

222,496  85 

39.891  19 

$75  56 

233  56 

467,002  83 

462,612  09 

88,915  06 

666,646  81 

3,783  39 

756,686  06 

1 

2 

$382,366  46 
724,279  05 
188  225  06 

$273,308  77 
606,722  07 

8 
4 

6 

903,958  07 
9.825  87 

657.804  72 

609,026  14 

6 

7 

663,121  18 

8 

9 

10 

42„S,S3  83 

143,360  20 

6,744  00 

740  00 

1.063,387  37 

22,876  99 

1,076  16 

628  01 

805  49 

39130 

5,046  96 

4,437  48 
1,416  83 

281,784  47 

1,702,966  12 

533  39 

2,037  53 

12,333  32 

io.iSo  ii 

19,218  37 

21,565  40 

7,738  61 

11 
12 

163  06 

86,113  24 

2,256  09 

27  80 

238  46 
42,23128 

653 

830,409  23 

2.086  66 

1,002  50 

1-13 

424,040  03 
2.951  55 

126,816  54 

14 
15 

249  51 

16 

17 

18 

36  00 

21*66 

89  98 

1,700  09 

19 

368  90 

2,024  77 

m 

760  80 

276  93 
72  67 

110,998  90 
310,646  60 

20 

866  14 

21 

mm 

262  41 

32.646  23 
238,975  77J 

22 

114.774  33 

26,475  02 

148,598  07 

58  37 

222  47 

1,069  96 

23 

677.833  16 

• 

24 

25 

66  76 

233  35 
616  24 

26 

2,064  42 

15,184  70 

27 

28 

114.204  39 

367,480  49 
4,642  21 
1,82156 

28,609  32 
255  12 

4,551  14 

506  68 

61,940  12 
436  74 

29 

74  56 

2,642  32 

30 
31 

32 

369  63 

2,695  66 

34116 

362  80 

33 

i 

14.251.738  99 

$14,980,899  02 

$1,311,041  67   $1,606,313  83|  $1,202,431 11 

1 

$3,252,632  92 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


OPBRATING  BXPDNBBS, 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 

19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
86. 
37. 
38. 


Na4i.e  of  Company. 


Condaoting  TraDsportation— Continued. 


lojaries 
to  imrsons 


Barnes, 

floats,  tags, 

ferryboats, 

expenses  of, 

including 

wages,  fuel 

and  sup 

plies. 


Other 

expenses. 


Total. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneap- 

o'is  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy... 
Chicufro,  Jj.  S.  &  Eastern... 

Illinois   Central    

Chip.  River  &  Northern 

Chi.,  Ilarv.  &  Geneva  Lake 
Chip.  Valley  &  Northern.... 
Drummond  &  Southwestern 
Duliith,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic... 

Dunbar  &   Wausaukce 

Fairchfld  &  Northeastern... 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior  

Hazelhursrt  &  Southeastern 
Hillsboro  &  Northeastern... 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  West... 
I>ake   Superior  Terminal    & 

Transfer  Ry.  Co , 

Mnrinettc,      Tomahawk      & 

Western  

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault    Ste.    Marie 

Northern  Pacllic   

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

Robbins    Railway   Co 

Stanley,  Merri'l  &  Phillips. 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin    &    Michigan.... 

Whltcomli)   &   Morris 

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western  

La  Crosse  &  S.  B.  Ry 

Superior  &  Southeastern... 
Roddis  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co... 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


$16  25 


$392,499  13 
606.808  76 

67,678  37 
339.3.^  42 

29,495  41 
590,970  41 


$155,303  67 
4.651  GO 


4.049  26 


332,911  42 
3,559  44 


19,950  70 


5  00 
988  30 


72,635  53 
360,112  28 


235  00 


41,207  66 
37  68 


74,005  12 
50.313  09 


$24107 

3,967  25 

1.886.906  97 

782,913  59 

637,285  27 
3.299,120  2$ 

152,588  24 
2,325,037  24 


656  10 


44.796  39 

1,005  GO 

119  51 

1,480.117  98 

3.290  00 


10  26 
686  96 


4,436  26 


191.819  08 
682.038  83 


2.055  90 
3.786  20 


8,109  17 


26  00 


Total 


$2,841,570  32 


$304,224  06 


139.753  83 
576  05 


•7,463  76 

600  00 

4,740  671 


$9,285  24 

19.440  74 

19.699,380  60 

21.949,303  96 

4,844,094  43 

24.232.513  07 

1.252,999  46 

18,666,241  29 

6.202  27 

16.207  48 

7.432  06 

9.516  26 

1,132,349  14 

14.348  J) 

7,397  92 

11,991,066  97 

179,527  66 

31.237  89 
4.902  65 
4.938  16 
4.178  39 

80,609  16 

60.996  62 

16,737  17 

3.199,418  34 

15,501.821  72 

10.249  83 

14,809  41 

60.731  81 


U5,212  38 

1.636  00 

2.476.762  u2 

21.494  84 

U,727  28 

7.463  76 

6.499  11 

22,80177 


$11,663,961  88 


126,629,363  84 


*  Itemi  not  giyen. 


Report  op  the  Railroad  Commission. 


609 


whole  line,  1906-Continued. 


General  Expenses. 

Salaries 
of  officers. 

Salaries 
of  clerks. 

General 
office  ex- 
penses and 
supplies. 

AgeocioSf 

Inclnding 

salaries 

and  rant. 

Advertis- 
ing. 

Commis- 
sions. 

No. 

S775  00 

$18  34 

629  42 

36,400  07 

135,676  70 

13.387  38 

93,702  11 

6.823  47 

95,048  49 

1 

600  00 

$1,360  00 
424,115  96 
376,411  99 

78,508  52 
697,689  86 

12,539  69 
385,642  52 

2 

318,166  06 
221,366  56 

100,135  72 
404.087  27 

3 

$610,621  88 

$252,122  98 

$13,128  42 

4 
5 

. 

■••••••••••••• 

6 

14.099  94 

• 

7 

259.794  72 

8 

9 

1.200  00 

820  02 

141  94 

53  75 

10 



•••••••••••••• 

11 

200  001                ^  401 

12 

24'.675'68 

1         31,492  00 

1           4,168  11 

27,794  78 

5,221  39 

13,469  16 

13 
14 

1,212  46 

15 

153.826  27 

314.493  78 
5,792  67 

66,014  46 
321  28 

16 

11.400  00 



302  45 

262  25 
20  00 

•  ••••••••••  •«■  • 

1/ 
18 

19 

'....''     ''..\ 

20 

( 

•  ••••••••••••a 

21 

3.800  00 

1,380  00 

7  81 

32  85 

2^ 

2,160  00 

2,628  42 

94150 

64.714  92 
311.839  68 



23 
24 

25 

26 
27 

1,800  00 

\ 

52,102  78 

23.911  62 
55.340  43 

113,997  69 
416,951  74 

36,298  49 
115.056  10 

216.269  56 

1,500  00 

28 

3,000  00 

1,200  00 

300  09 

3,677  84 

44141 

• 

29 

30 

2,590  00 
200  00 

1.663  81 

183  98 

466  98 

829  71 

31 
32 

58,771  76 

68,865  76 

20,243  81 

151,556  10 

16,673  11 

33 

34 

2,627  35 

750  00 

> 

36 

36 

37 

3,699  96 

1,122  50 

1 

182  51 

' 

• 

38 

1 

$1,869.850  09*  $2,785,728  62 

$654,896  57 

$1,221,208  62 

$426.206  90 

$27,427  29 
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OPERATING  EXPENSES,   WHOLE 

Recapitulation 


Name  of  Compaay. 


Maintenanoe 
of  way  and 
structares. 


Maiotenanoe 

of 
eqaipment. 


1.  Abbotsford    &,    Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  crhicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

4.  Chicago   &   Northwestern 

5.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

*6.  CTiicago,    Burlington    &    Qulncy 

7.  Chicago,    Lake    Shore   &    Eastern 

8.  Illinois    Central 

9.  Chippewa  Klver  &  Northern 

10.  Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 

11.  Chippew^a   Valley  &  Northern 

12.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

13.  I)u  uth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

14.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

in.  Falrchlld  &  Northeastern 

16.  Great    Northern 

17.  Green   Bay    &    Western 

18.  Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

19.  Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern 

20.  Hillsboro  &  Northeastern 

21.  lola   &   Northern 

22.  Kewaunee,   Green   Bay   &  Western 

23.  Lake  Superior  Terminal   &  Transfer  Ry.   Co 

24.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

25.  Minneapolis,   St.    Paul   &   Sault   Stc.    Marie 

26.  Northern     Pacific 

27.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

28.  Robblus   Railway   Co 

29.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

30.  Winona  Bridgie   Ry.   Co 

31.  Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

32.  Whitcomb    &    Morris 

33.  >\nscon8ln    Central 

34.  Wisconsin    Western 

35.  I^  Crosse  &  Southeastern 

36.  Superior  &  Rbutheastern 

37.  Roddls  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co 

38.  Mineral   Point  &  Northern 


110.188  66 

13,700  75 

8,179,511  47 

6,817,787  02 

1,600.813  90 

10.611.796  06 

176.984  37 

6,827.592  5(» 

4.627  58 

2,822  77 

589  92 

10,902  92 

476,939  14 


Total 


6,121  67 

5,736,343  70 

122,909  54 

3,366  78 

403  30 

1,617  321 

326  42 

38,429  09 

10,898  27 

23.351  55 

1,023,733  70 

7.424.615  49 

6,022  76 

7,238  60 

30,858  95 

3,070  15 

23,372  06 

1,760  00 

859.723  40 

17.824  45 

7.561  82 

3,955  71 

675  28 

24.573  23 


150,113.060  19 


11.662  10 

4,273  75 

6,696,037  18 

8,997.712  70 

1.216.547  89 

13,961,904  74 

679,122  79 

7.705,028  16 

963  74 

2.323  87 

1.893  24 

5,027  76 

264,772  32 


1.609  29 

4,502,644  66 

68,612  84 

16,580  35 

1,139  15 

2.015  46 

256  49 

7,868  69 

7,204  7i 

6,392  6i 

1,090,480  37 

6,024,727  13 

1,784  II 

1.547  66 

23,491  16 


27.094  64 

250  00 

805,666  00 

3,296  23 

2.416  60 

1.413  69 


7,148  94 


150,931.900  64 
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LINE,  I906.-Contlnned. 
of  Expenses. 


Conducting 
transportation. 


(9,285  24 

19.440  74 

19,699,380  GO 

21,949,303  96 

4.844.094  43 

24.232,513  07 

1,252,999  45 

18.()66,241  29 

6.202  27 

16,207  48 

7.432  06 

9.516  26 

1,132.349  14 

14,348  50 

7,397  92 

11,991.066  97 

179,527  66 

31.237  89 

4.902  65 

4.938  16 

4.178  39 

30,509  15 

60.995  62 

16,737  17 

3.199.448  34 

15,501.821  72 

10.249  83 

14,809  41 

50,731  81 


115.212  38 

1.535  00 

2.475.762  02 

21.494  84 

11,727  28 

7.463  76 

5,499  11 

22.801  77 


General 
expenses. 


$1,387  28 

4.80106 

1,236,654  28 

2,126,195  41 

2aa,SSl  91 

1.848.947  56 

375.728  79 

1,201,501  07 


4,363  64 


23108 
183.399  16 


1,545  22 

903,025  78 

31,663  57 

794  19 

232  75 


176  15 
9,101  97 
7,115  29 
8,343  86 
592,205  37 
2.078,447  76 
2.348  86 


8.358  31 

337  50 

26,403  69 

200  00 

439,136  76 


6.377  35 
3.319  67 


6,999  06 


Total. 


$22 

42 

34,713 

39.890 

7,901 

60,655 

2,384 

34,400 

11 

25 

9 

26 

2,057 

14 

16 

23,133 

392 

51 

6 

8 

4 

85 

86 

53 

5,905 

31.029 

20 

23 

113 

3 

192 

3 

4,580 

42 

28 

16 

6 

60 


,513  18 
,216  32 
,583  53 
,999  09 
,338  13 
.161  43 
,835  40 
.363  02 
,793  59 
.777  26 
.915  22 
,678  02 
.459  76 
.348  60 
.674  10 
.081  11 
.713  61 
.969  21 
.677  85 
.570  94 
,937  45 
.908  90 
,213  95 
.826  25 
.867  78 
.612  10 
.406  56 
,595  67 
,440  23 
.407  66 
,082  76 
.745  00 
,288  18 
.615  62 
.082  95 
.152  83 
.174  39 
.523  00 


$125,629,363  34    I    $11,348,224  37    )  $238,022,548  44 


Percentage 

Mileage 

upon  which 

based. 

of  operating 

expenses  to 

earnings. 

No. 

66.61 

16.16 

1 

62.30 

84  00 

2 

62.63 

7,186.40 

3 

62.84 

7,428.77 

4 

60.75 

1,693.27 

b 

69.00 

8,608.26 

6 

55.31 

499.11 

7 

66.49 

4,423.87 

8 

103.99 

21.00 

9 

97.04 

11.00 

10 

89.04 

15.63 

11 

94.88 

8.18 

12 

67.29 

592.69 

13 

56.25 

13.50 

14 

75.00 

33.00 

16 

49.75 

6,160.66 

16 

64.46 

226.00 

17 

86.14 

33.60 

18 

41.66 

11.00 

19 

71.00 

6.00    I 

20 

73.81 

4.70    ^ 

21 

67.79 

36.70 

22 

620.40 

17.60 

23 

89.66 

43.77 

24 

60.96 

2.020.39 

26 

60.76 

5,401.14 

26 

985.77 

8.00 

27 

102.10 

30.00 

28 

80.83 

66.30 

29 

12.66 

1.03 

30 

69.23 

123.29 

31 

107.12 

6.00 

32 

64.15 

977.04 

33 

57.82 

61.97 

34 

41.45 

43.99 

36 

66.00 

16.87 

36 

100.00 

10.00 

37 

129.51 

30.06 

38 

60.60 

44,885  66 

•  ■  •  • 
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CONDBNSBD  COMPARATIYB 
Of  roads  doing  business  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  tlie 


Name  of  Company. 


Assets. 


Cost  of  road 

and 
eqaipment. 


Stocks, 
bonds  and 

other 
permanent 
invest- 
ments. 


Supplies, 
cash 

and  other 
current 
assets. 


Profit  and 

loss  (deficit 

on  June  80, 

19U6.> 


L  Abbotsford  &  N.    Eastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

4.  Bayfield  Transfer  

5.  C.  M.  &  St.  P..* 

6.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

7.  Chicago,  iSt.  Paul,  Minne- 

apol  8  ISc  Omaha 

8.  Chi.,  Burl.  &  Qulncy 

9.  Chi.,  I^.   Shore  &  Eastern 

10.  Illinois  Central    

11.  Chi.,  Uarv.  &  Geneva  L.. 

12.  Drummond  &   South w'rn. 

13.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 

14.  Duluth,  S-uperlor  &  West 

ern  Terminal  Co 

15.  Great    Northern    

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western — 

17.  Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  & 

Superior  

18.  Hazelhnrst  &  Southeast'rn 

19.  lola  &  Northern 

20.  Kewaunee,    Green   Bay   & 

Western 

21.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  & 

Transfer  Ry.  Co 

22.  Marinette,     Tomahawk    & 

Western  

23.  Mpolis.,  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M. 

24.  Northern  Pacific   

25.  North w'm    Coal    Ry.    Co. 

26.  Oshkosh       Transportation 

Co.,  operated  by  C.  &  N. 
W 

27.  Stanley,   Merri'l  &  Phillips 

28.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.... 

29.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  — 

30.  Whltcomb    &    Morris 

31.  Wisconsin  Central  

32.  Wisconsin  Western  

33.  Eastern  Ry.   of  Minn 


Total 


242,431,436  52 
225,287,993  85 

60.064.642  4S 

327,940,523  57 

4,319,635  73 

107,578,360  74 

305.411  21 

199.411  10 

45,526,289  20 

2,412.523  99 
63,681.469  27 
10,097,337  60 

160,67178 

108,634  91 

71,332  06 

1.136,725  00 

314.053  58 

534,8^0  20 

59.233.246  23 

322,676.620  19 

23^.863  96 


70,000  00 

580,277  75 

789,304  66 

3,593.852  61 

11,064  40 

53,184,455  97 

521,400  00 

27,346,133  66 


1232,000  00 
542,048  04 

5,500  00^. 

3,416,034  37* $1,324,600  00 


11.390.994  86 
23,489,201  61 

7,167,161  64 

14,256,357  93 

1,440.000  00 

139,088.581  75 


881,341  90 


208,172,667  89 
94,680  00 


9,005,292  66 

129,433.756  70 

933.029  97 


27,973  SO 


1,664,688,122  41 


2,948,784  80 
'2ii55i748'69 


651,810,172  80 


$2.443  83 

2,940  16 

2,267  66 

4,165  88 

17,884.873  97 

23,379,814  62 

2,249,657  01 
33,141,226  26 

2.011,476  87 
23,890,714  62 


767  83 
740,174  40 

611,496  87 

17,396,163  86 

249,316  27 


6,829  46 
6,298  97 

82.702  62 

24,213'26 

80,310  48 

4.855.856  82 

26.247.269  80 

17,387  98 


3,738  27 

8.230  47 

15.429  73 

591,005  85 


4,134,461  64 

68.618  86 

606,967  66 


168,266,792  76 


174141 
93,22124 


540,065  43 


12,069  03 

14.7^  68 

2,460,420  22 


21,067  67 


37,134  59 


|8,179,6S7  17 
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GENERAL  BALANCE  SHEET. 

Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  Jane  90, 1906. 


Assets -Cont'd 


Total  assets. 


$235,185  24 

638,209  44 

7,767  56 

5,284,885  68 

271,707,305  35 

272,157,010  OS 

09,471,461  13 

375,338,107  76 

7,771,111  10 

27J,5n,657  U 

817, 510  24 

211,^6  51 

49,COS,225  72 

3,024,019  86 

289,250.  iMO  51 ' 

10,441,333  87 

150,671  78 

115,4>U  37 

77,631  05 

1.218,427  62 

333,263  83 

586.278  35 
73,091.393  71 


Liabilities. 


Capital 
stock. 


$120,000  00 

1,000  00 

3,000.000  00 

107,511,300  0) 

75,503,430  53 

34,050,126  62 

110,839  103  00 

650, OX)  00 

105,040,000  00 

150,000  00 

10,000  00 

22,000,003  00 

2.0X),000CK) 

124,365,625  00 

2,500,000  OJ 

50,000  00 

100,000  00 

71,400  00 

631,950  00 

li9,4X  00 

161,500  00 
21,000,000  00 


578.357,615  19:  155, OX)  000  00 
1,225,416  40       1,000,030  00 


73,738  27 

616,481  72 

801.731  39 

4,181,857  86 

11.061  40 

60,267,702  .31 

580,013  86 

SO, 105,8 <9  80 


70,000  OJ 
100.000  00 
400,000  00 
951,500  00 

10,000  00 

3),O0O.O0)  00 

521,400  00 

16,000,000  m 


$2,277,833,625  14 


Ponded  debt. 


$112,030  00 

612.000  00 

5,000  00 

1,. 500,000  00 

122,17*?, 5X)  00 

163,214,000  00 

29,226,8C0  00 

170,512,100  00 

3,230.00)  00 

143,872,?75  00 

125,000  00 

50,0  0  00 

23,241  312  80 

500,000  00 

111,901,600  00 

7,600,000  00 


408,000  00 
195,000  CO 


41.361,974  83 

185,475,819  36 

220,000  03 


300,010  00 

381,000  00 

1,751,000  00 


27,588,175  00 


9,729,873  74 


Other 
liabilities. 


$3,185  24 
26,209  44 


Profit  and 

loss  (snr 

pins  on 

Jane  SO, 

1906). 


784,885  68 
10,884.503  76 
18,583,825  83 

3,569,466  55 

80,578,844  76 

3,024,776  54 

17,215,:i95  07 

42,. 500  24 

151,936  ftl 

4.366,912  92 

487,674  34 

30,888,218  66 

175,025  2r. 

84,005  15 


Total 
liabiUties. 


266  30 

109,529  49 

23,866  83 

424, 77R  35 

3.'19S.296  40 

123,500,576  54 

4,516  49 


197.881  61 

624  30 

1,481,628  61 


2.179,884  34 
"3.8i5;829"i9 


$1,767  56 

31,185,001  59i 
14,855,753  72 

2,625.067  96 

13,408,063  00 

866,334  56 

4,429,987  04 


96,S45  52! 

19,144.836  86 

166,308  61 

16,666  63 

15,464  37 

5,964  73 

8.5,948  13 


4,234,122  46 
14,381,219  29 


3,738  27 

18,600  111 

20.110  091 

729  25 

1,064  40 

499,612  97 

5S,613  86 

531,636  87j 


$285,185  24 

638,309  44 

7,767  56 

5,284,885  68 

217,707,385  35 

272,157.010  08 


o 


1 
2 
8 
4 

5 
6 


69,471,461  IS   7 

875,838,107  76,  8 

7,771,111  10   9 

270,557,657  1110 

317,500  24,11 

241,936  5lil2 

49,608,225  72  13 


3,024,019  86 
289,2-50,280  51 


14 
15 


10,441,333  87  16 

150,671  78  17 

115.464  37  18 

77,631  03  19 

1,218,427  62  20 

338,266  83  21 

586,278  35  22 

73,094.293  71  23 

478,357,645  19  24 

1,224,416  49  25 


73.738  27  26 

616,481  72l27 

804,734  3i4  28 

4,iv,4,«37  86,29 

11,064  4O|30 

60,267,702  31 '31 

580,018  86  32 

30,106,839  80  33 


$813,080,732  15^$1,051,2D1,930  75  $  03,a37,944  .391106,512,987  85  $2,277,833,625  14 
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Bepobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


CONDENSED  COMPARATIVE 
Of  roads  doing  business  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  the 


Name  of  Company. 


Assets. 


Cost  of  road 

&Dd  eqaip- 

ment. 


Stocks, 

bonds  and 

otber  per- 

maoent  iir- 

proTements. 


Supplier 
cash  and 
otber  car- 
rent  assets. 


Profit 

and  ioss. 

(Deficit  on 

June  90, 

1906.) 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

I. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12 
13. 
14. 
15 
16. 
17. 

18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 
2J. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
26 


27. 
2S. 
29 
30. 
31. 
32. 
Si. 
34. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  Eastern. 

Abnapoe  &  Western 

n\g  Falls  Hallway  Co 

Bayfield    Transfer    

(111.,  Mil.  &  St.   Paul 

(^h  cago  &  Northwestern. 
Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Hlnne 

apolis  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  '    Burlington      & 

Qulucy    

Chi.,   L.   S.   &  Eastern 

Illinois   Central    

Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  L#.. 
Drumniond  &  Southw'rn. 
Duluth.  S.   S.  &  Atlantic. 

I)u<  uth,  S.  &  W.  Ter.  Co 

(Treat  Northern   

Green  liay  &  Western — 
Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  & 

Superior    

Ilazehurst  &  Southeast'rn 
Tola  &   Northern 
Kewaunee,    Green    Bay    & 

Western    

Jj.  Sup.  T. 
Marinette, 

Western 
M poll 8..  St 

Northern  Pacific  

North w'rn  Coal  Ry.  Co.. 
Oshkosh       Transportation 

Co.,  operated  by  C  &  N. 

W 

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips 
Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co.  ., 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin  Western    

KsiHtcm  Ry.  (\>.  of  Minn 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


&  T.  Ry.  Co.. 
Tomahawk    & 


P.  &  S.  S.  M. 


Total 


1232,000  00 

642,048  04 

4,500  00 

3,420,954  90^ 

260,664.089  S4 

232,200,6S6  79 

61.235.083  70 

337,755,289  59 

4.386.570  63 

107,678.360  74 

326.597  38 

203.733  35 

46.173.143  27|   887,477  76 

2.781,775  62 

32.099,920  40  260,821.234  17 


$1,324,600  00 

8.727.725  97 

30,109,}i27  61 

6,873,961  64 

13,113.986  50 
2,389,119  32 


14.890  76 

3,502  ip 

1.755  06, 

4,785  89! 

26,211.730  821 

90.262.641  88 

2,270, 406  86 

41,343,267  36 
2,791,596  68 


$100,494  ^7 
'636.436*42 


156,196,081  69  10,270.350  30 


10,094,037  50 

138,884  29 

103, 7«2  78' 
71,332  06! 

1,130.72.1  00 
348,59'J  43 

633, 97t  16' 
61,301.95')  58 
323.475.942  85 
236.863  95 


94.680  00 


7,156  22 

737,990  72 

381,265  76 

27.115,311  25 

181,106  47 


6.407  74 
8,628  18 

67.711  99 
18,860  06 


18,499  08 

17.124  06 

2,616.766  32 


21.763  16 

12,914,700  15'  5.547,666  17 

128,821,441  72'  37,484.730  68 

906,893  68    30,909  86 


36,787  68 


70.000  00 

597,. 525  03 

789,30i  66 

4,176.196  38 

11.314  40 

63,021,99(  46| 

521,400  00| 

27,681,850  91 

961,919  02 


36,698  40 


6.963,486  56 


2,155,748  59 
17,400  00 


1,664.862,336  71 632,344.062  66 


4,299  50 

12,669  67 

22,632  07 

744.720  30 


48.806  78 


4.993,437  63 

86,139  59 

490,494  53 

6,677  29 


199,133,396  34 


68.929  20 


13,527,728  40 


Kkpoet  of  the  Eaileoad  Commission. 


GENESAI.  BALANCE  SHEET. 

BsUroad  Commiwion  for  the  raar  ending  Jqdb  9D.  1(06. 


»0,ST3,IM28 
T0.3n>,4M  20 

SBS.m.su  4.' 

B.!ilTI,2Se  6.' 

214,W4.7fl!  7.',-. 

M^.oni  4A 

228  0ISB2 

50.115.36?  07   2 

3.IIT<,Dtl  3^ 

SZO.OTC.te.'i  ^ 

10,369.823  ■m 

138.8B4  39 

119. I ;o  S? 

TS.SCOSI 

i.igg.tsflsn 


3,000.000  n 
_n,8.'8.3oor 

102,34.'.,  TOO  K 

3i,0J0,i:i  sj 


807,. U9  .".I 

30,s2s.n«i  re 

1, 048,72.')  a 
t2,391i,8B7,5!3  1!  R 


so.noo.Doo 

-!l.400  _ 

n.ftiooo 


<1.7T6  11 
31.045  11 

"»«0.77i"!l 
,    J2,115,74-  --    ■ 
>    31,013.4.-1 

3,9°0,DS4  12 


1,255  06. 
:*,  789, 897  "78 1 


<l,0!l  90 
3.198.027  41 
t>12S.199.3'3  17    I 


2,4Ol,O:O0a     1.3.M,996B7. 
"36i948',4S»'aal    3.isp.'z72'5a| 


3. .'(80,771  21 
^S-i, 583,318  fl! 
300,. "173, 156  W 

70.SI9,451  2( 


4,474. 7SIMJ    274, W 


«,SZO  17 
20.  IBB  .12 
13,419  71 


320,036,485  SZ  " 
-0,389.823  91  " 

138,  NM  21 
100.170  K 
7S,9ea  S( 


79,784.321  » 

489.783,115  2.' 

1,223,474  li 

74,299  SO |8 
8li',Mfl  7S  21 


tl.6aO,e61.150  78  $378,399,96139]  93, 4C 


537,910  301      30,328.094  03  38 
...  1,043,72561*1 

,1'3  79  f2,39B387,Si8  II, 
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Eeport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


EMPLOYEES  AND  SALARIES. 
Employes,  and  salaries  paid  by  the  several  railways  doing  business  in  Wisconsin,  as 


Name  cf  Company. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

I  • 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
H. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 

Ahnnpee  <&  Wewtern  ..     . 
Chicago,  Milwaalcee  &  St.  P. .. 
Chicago  &  Northwestern.   ..... 

Chicago.  St.  P.  Miu.  &  Omaha 
Chicago,  BurlingioQ  &  Qalncy 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  hi 

Cliicago&  Lalce  "*uuerior  ..   . 

Drummond&  8  W. 

DuJuth,  Sooth  Shore*  A 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

Great  Northern.,  . 

green  Bay  &  Western  ..  ". 

Hawthorne,  Neb.  &  Sap'r  ..." 
HHzelhorst&S.  K... 

Illinois  Central 

loia  &  Northern  ....".'. 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bav  &  W    "  * 
LalceSupoiiorT.&T.  Rv      ".! 
Marinetrp  Tomahawk  A  W 
Mm, St   P.&6  8.M.. 

Norih'  rn  P  ciflc  

N.  W.CualRy.i  o 

SUnlev,  Morrill  &  PJiiiiips;**" 
Whitcombifc  Morris 

wisc.m-i  I  (Antral.     

rhi ppewa  Valley  Sc  Ni>rthe*rn  ". .' 
Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W. 


General  Officers. 


a 

a 


2 
12 


OB 

ta 

5  o 
2: 


ISO 
4,226 


730 

730 

53 


936 


1,560 


Totnl 


11 


61 


1,565 
7:0 
365 
692 


§ 
31 


600  00 
94,514  44 


6,999  96 

5,727  80 

438  60 


1,900  00   3  04 


>3 

sa 

o  o 
►  o 


Other  Officers  and  Gen- 
eral Office  Clerks. 


Sil 


4  00 
22  36 


9  59 

7  85 
8.27 


11,400  00 


3,800  00 

660  00 

1,800  00 

10,461  07 


150 
1,872 


8,399 


17,158 


900  00 
3,800  00 

49,941  91 


7  31 


2  43 

90 

493 

15  12 


600 
203 

14*69 


a 

a 


1 
2 

170 
4 
7 
4 

64 


1 
12 


192  913  78 


11  21 


4 

3 
2 

36 
1 
2 
1 

2i5 


1 
534 


«d 

ao 


180 

462 

53,872 

939 

2,5;>5 

1,252 

728 


S12 


3.16 
2.739 


730 


1,156 
1,883 
625 
12,068 
198 
336 
156 

>  •  •  ■         ■ 

61,219 


a 
o 

m  a 
li 


720 
1,555 
156,302 
11,316 
8,794 
3665 
1,035 


00 
00 
90 
62 
22 
79 
37 


^2 


200  00 


3,447  07 
7,145  37 


I 

400 
2  50 

2  91 
12  05 

3  44 
203 
1  42 


68 


1,500  00 


9  68 
2  61 


205 


65 


141,331 


1,970  00 

4,021  69] 

1.155  00 

32,059  08 

398  70 

780  00 

500  00 

188,387  09 


312  SO 


1  70 

2  91 

1  85 

2  66 
2  01 
230 
320 


424,866  40 


308 
'4'8d 


3C0 

1 


Kbpokt  of  the  Raileoab  Commission. 


«I. 

Medio 

Ibfl  Biilroad  Commiuion  to 

r  tfae  rear  eodlos  Ju 

DO  30.  1905,  for  W 

atatioD  A|»ats. 

other  Station  Hen. 

K 

ii 

i 

i 

».§ 

£ 

^ 

T 

■  a 

nS 

tS 

55 

o   . 

=  TJ 

0  . 

s 

J 

II 

■3 

M 

i 

II 

11 

11 

i 

n 

5 

1 

B 

as 

si 

B 

§£ 

si 

Si 

Bl 

2 

£_ 

!► 

^ 

:• 

.A 

|g 

;£  ^ 

l!. 

1 

1 

SIS 

1    ^^^ 

{f, 

~* 

t 

■ 

a2r 

I5K 

^ 

I 

1.22* 

■■■'2          TO 

2 

451 

MK 

395 

2 

M     IM.ftC 

190.018  85 

1  7 

i.oae  321. o;7 

506,631  «9  1  08 

130. WS 

17l.eu  M 

;° 

9»1  2BL,3S7 

189.838  85,1  (- 

aw!     4 

K 

2S.MS 

<0.&U69 

E9i    30.  M7 

139 

13.597 

II  81 

144       A 

2 

lO.SM 

w.va  11 

Zi       7.82.1 

is,'9'8  a 

i; 

17;S8! 

»21 

107I      6 

S6i 

1,020  00 

2  21 

5       1  81S 

2.253  S." 

i  24 

2  ss:    7 

150  00 

123 

1 

DO  01 

1  5.1       8 

! 

861 

18  6: 

2  5i|    e 

"aiJoi 

■  "5:626' zs 

2'2f 

"is  ■■'i,»n 

7:910  8- 

176 

t^l  » 

sze 

«810' 

e.4n 

"m  'iB.'iii 

■■■■31:218* 23 

f89 

H 

2.SH 

rrv. 

4  18     12 

i 

!| 

i.i.'b»  w 

2,0.M  3; 

'ii 

a     4.8M 

8.780  78 

110 

1: 

5.JSI 
'921 

Ilea 

isii- 

1 

S.47: 

9.700  01 

730 

■  'liiisoo 

i 

1,87| 

«!.> 

184!    18 

31: 

720  002  SI 

si; 

312; 

-de  17 

3  10     17 

1.880  mi  75 

2,590  59 

3  51)     IS 

'm: 

1,300  003  29 

L49: 

2.'7  0  W 

1  Bl 

5.522  H! 

»50     19 

4M 

93o  10|2  W 

802  8- 

2 

'is 

300 

2D 

i 

15,04- 

» 

3,167 

8,830  «  2  79 

^:     *-i'l 

16!  ^89  71 
114  58 

1  t; 

"'i 

^■iiis 

1 

"i 

K* 

i;ii6  6bi'e3 

621 

600  00 

1 00 

11 

,.sff 

"720  0iti2SI 

"u 

■■i8.isa 

"V>|il0  022  2 
712'93ai" 

178  "BiiTis 

■■■i51.;879'4^ 

I'ffi 

le; 

"f 

»1;gS||! 

i 

394 

"m 

Tm^ 

8Si,:;58  sgjs  06 

"2577,  ^iM9 

TrnJioT', 

fw 

1^4 

141,081 

rmsM^ 

G20 


Repokt  of  the  Railroad  Commissiox. 


EMPLOYEES  AND  SALARIES 


t. 
2. 
8. 
4 

5. 

6 

7. 

8. 

9 
10 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
IG 
17. 
18. 
19 
20. 
21. 
22 
28. 
24 
25 
26. 
27. 
28. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbots'ord  AN.E 

Ahuapee  A  Western 

Chic t go,  Uiiw  &  St.  Paul. 
(  liicago  &  Nortiiwe^tero.  .. 

ChicaKO,  Si.  P.,  M.  A  O 

Cliicago,  BurJiiigtoii  &  Q. 
Chicago.  Lake  Shore  &  ti... 
Chicago  Sc  LrIch  .-superior... 

Drammond  &S  W 

Daiatb,  8.  S.  &  A 

b'aircht  d  <St  N .  E 

t-reat   Nonhern 

Grj^'D  Bay  and- Western    .   .. 
Hawthorne,  Neb  St  tsup'r... 

UazelhuretA  S.  £ 

Ulinois  Central 

lula  &  North'  rii — 

Kewannee,  G   B.  &  W 

Lake  Superior  i.&T 

Mar  ,  TomahHwk  &  W.  . 

Mpls.  Jr.  P.  &S  Ste.  M 

Nt>rtlifru  Pacific 

N  W.  Coal  R. 

Stanley,  Men  ill  A  P    

Whiicorob  &  Morriii 

WL^consi    C(*ntrHl        

(  hipiewa  Valle«  &  N  r.. 
Ba3  field,  Lake  Shore  AW.... 


Firemen 


B 

0 


to 

« 

O    . 


820 
4.)1 
362  123,  ?02 
5  »8  167,455 
l<9i  43,507 


52 
5 


2 

11 

2 

19 
21 
4 
3 
6 
1 
h 
3 
2 

88 

12 

1 


1 

170 

1 

2 


18,990 
1,476 

357 
4,£71 

70 
2,%2 
6,^85 
1,119 

928 
1,671 

312 

746 
1,579 

7.33 

13,727 

5. 121 

2yj 


Totel 1,421 


313 

52,938 

816 

4:>1 


a 
o 

9  a 


615 

957 

292  744 

413. 134 

121.04:> 

43,668 

2.1<41 

596 

10,151 

1,295 

7,672 

15,530 

2.289 

1.622 

4,247 

540 

1,492 

3.816 

1,446 

84,876 

12,882 

618 


20 
54 
2 
^1 
85 
i:i 
50 

ii 

14 

64 
SO 
18 
88 
25 
61 
00 
38 
26 
66 
89 
67 
15 


*  c 


1  92 

2  12 
2  37 
2  47 
2  78 
2  30 
1  93 


67 
:-2' 

76: 

5» 
27 1 
00 
7.) 


2  .54 


Ti 
00 
10 
00 
50 
2  .52 
2  10 


54 )  00  1  72 

129,862  44  2  44 

691  88  2  19 

884  35' 1  85 


a 


1 

2 

261 

814 

98 

41 


1 


9 
1 
84 
13 
4 
1 
5 


2 
82 

7 
1 


117 
1 


Condnotors. 


CO 


S21 
:51 
81,762 
91,709 
30,b74 
14,965 


a 

SB 


*0  as 


$ 

617  22  1  92 

825  14  2  85 

814,526  518  85 

'.69.715  80  4  03 

119,585  09  3  90 

49,555  08  3  90 


818 


8,499 
812 
7,114 
4.180 
1,237 
807 
1,941 


654 

796 

11,015 

8,501 

840 


81.747 
320 


4-31,(301,104,457  30  2  45:  919  290,118 


480  00 


11.460 

896 

24,685 

11,496 

8,7i2 

090 

7,176 


1  53 


48 

56 

44 

93^ 

92 

73 


91 


1,800  CO 

""2;889  80 

89.728  97 

13.061  91 

1,119  35 


127.209  F9 
974  19 


28 

88 

47 

75 

3  00 

2  25 

3  70 

2*75 

a'66 

3  59 
3  73 
8  29 


3  06 
803 


1,101,410  92 


3  79 
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Other  Traiamen. 


u 

& 
'/5 


CO 
>% 

el 
T3 

O    . 

as 


is  ! 


a 
o 

h  CO 

9  O 

-& 


a 

13  CO 

a 


CO 


li        261! 

2  621  i 
r)13  16),976' 
746  ill,5S8 
225.  70,42:> 
67    24,45') 


II  1$ 

4GI  50  1  51 

1,291  9  '2  00 

376,145  8f'2  2 

5)1,7/4  67i2  :9 

166,5r)8  0K,2  37 

oO,773  40  2  08 


2 

25 

2 

61 

21 

6 

2 

8 

■  ■  ■ 

4 

10 
3 

16 

2 

10 

293 


316 
9,24:> 

7»9 

11,465 

6.595 

1,751 

583 
2,857 


1,101 
5,101 

802 
22,740 
8,141, 

582 
3,12) 


5U)  93 

18,9:^1  33 

1,288  ^3 

31,412  76 

11,872  53 

3,5^2  90 

J, 088  23 

6,819  95 


Machinists. 


a 

0 


lf58 

238 

7rf 

52 


1  71 
20. 


1,981  20 
15,273  IS 

1,202  91 
51,128  90 
20,171  95 

1,6:«47 

5,400  00 


2,113 


103,463       2>3.442  11 


655,987 


1  72. 

2  7i 
1  80 
.'  0) 

1  ^7i 

2  39 

1  80! 

2  99 

1  50 

2  25 
2  48 
2  78 
1  li 


1 
51 
13 


2  45    118 


1.525,633  65  2  32 


720 


CO 

es 

T3 
«4 
O    . 

1^ 


44,626 
65,101 
23.788 
18,27) 


3i: 


d 
o 

ea  2 
o  o 

«a 


es 
w  en 

Is. 


1W,^31  29  3  3 


J 62. 571  01 
51.146  78 
88.232  61 


'  ■   •  •  >  • 


1,515  0. 


275'  1 .028  2*) 
8,128  27,798  91 
4,202,     11,762  51 


2  5 
2  i: 
2  35 


4  86 

3  83 
3  42 
2  80 


289 


ITo 


32,1  S 


195,336 


Carpenters 


i 

a 

a 
525 


1 

1 

22 

49- 

2SC. 

7(i 

2 


2«J 
11 


997  38  3  45' 


429  22  2  51 


89,573  74  2  78 


533,386  71  2  7> 


3 

19 
li 


90 

-a 

o    . 

1^ 


21 

64,740 

133,02) 

71,99;' 

23,788 

66!^ 


a 
o 

b*  cs 

*  2 

•  S 

IB 


231 

2,47b 


5,8J4 
3,i7N 


52  15 

629  3C 

134, 03J  2 

274,115  76 

141.755  23 

47,574  19 

1,532  5t 


Jo 


48 
80 
07 
06 

1  97 

2  0<) 
2  29 


475  05  2  06 
5,988  95:2  42 


15,678  .5^  2  66 
7,092  40  2  10 


2,108'        5,2?0  202  48 


919 
7,327 
3,581 


No. 


2,054  97  2  24' 
17,232  40  2  ;i5 
9,204  43  2  .>7 


100   38,425       85,893  70  2  24 


1,223 


358, &2 I 


748,532  03 


2  08 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
2S 
26 
27 
28 
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EMPLOYEES  AND  SALARIES, 


Other  Shopmen. 


Name  of  Company. 


1.  Abbotbford&N.  E 

2.  Aboapee  &  Aefetern    

3.  Chicago  Milwaukee  A  Sc.  P 

4.  Chik^affu  &  North westnrn .. . 

5.  (  hicacro,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O. 

6.  rhicaffo  BurliuirtoQ  &  Q    . 

7.  Cbicaffo,  Lake  Shore  &  E.. 
8  Cbicago  &  Lake  Superior  . 
9.  Drummond  Sc  SonthwesierD 

10.  Dulnth,  S.  S.  &  A  

11.  Fairchtld&Nortliea'item.. 

12.  Great  Northern 

15.  Qreen  Bay  &  Western 

U.  Hawboriie,  Neb.  A  S  

1.5.  HazelhurstA  Southeastero 

16.  Illinois  Central 

17.  lola  A  Northern 

18.  Kewaunee,  G.  B.  A  W 

19.  Lake  Superior  T.  &.  T 

20.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  A  V\ 

21.  M..Sr.  P.  A  S.  Ste  M  

22.  Northern  PaciQc 

23.  N.  W.  CoaiRy 

24.  Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

25.  Wbitcomb  A  Morris 

26.  Wisconsin  Central 

27.  Chippewa  Valley  A  Nurth'n 

28.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  A  W.. 

Total 


a 

a 


1 

1.810 

598 

110 

136 

6 


.2 


a 
o 

®  ? 


2ft2 

:i75,784: 

170,272" 

34.430 

42,568 

1,854: 


3 
5 

'406 
40 

m 

0 


I  81 

706,363 

312,940 

66.822 

83,&77 

3,522 


40 
23 
69 
92 
19 
82 


>^g 


m 
■a 

0 

u 
9 
> 

< 


m 

00 

a 

K 
a 


2  16, 
1  88' 
1  811 
1  91 

1  93! 
1  90 


632, 
1,850' 


1,190 
3.223 


•     •  •  »  > 

5511  88 

7s;i  71 


87,784 

12,6721 

1,610| 

>  -  •  •  •      I 

1.003 


167,571 

2iJ,907 

3,866 


85,1  91 
80  1  6) 
22  2  40 


650 
1,967 


2,207  6- 


1,140 
4,120 


00 
96 


15     6,629 


6!    1.872 


379 


3,033 


113,282! 


10,104 
"  3.741 
i96,726 


54 
00 

29 


813,101  11,590,661  9i 


2  20 


1  75 

2  10 


1  09 
200 
1  74 


Section  Foremen. 


1  95 


OB 

>k 

« 

•o 

•^ 

• 

0  . 

u 

b'O 

il 

Jij 

a 

6S 

a 

S5* 

S5 

2 

624 

5 

1,542 

289 

90,424 

310 

97,656 

12.'J 

38,499 

4.5 

16,425 

1 

a6& 

1 

313 

1 

283 

21 

7,73 

2 

595 

12 

4.26(f 

38 

13,240 

1 

300 

1 

255 

12 

4,147 

1 

310 

6 

2,080 

1 

365 

5 

1,0  9 

46 

17,477 

21 

7,76'i 

1 

66 

5 

1,560 

1 

300 

143 

41.341 

1 

320 

1,095 

352,496 

d 
o 


lia 


11,060 

2,300 

144,017 

181,645 

72,968 

28.898 

72*) 

4.56 

50i 

12,769 

981 

7,172 

19,860 

690 

441 

6,151 

387 

3,120 

720 

1,798 

28,425 

13,104 

127 

2,730 

525 

70,441 


00 
00 
39 

7•^ 

68 

89 

00; 

00 

28 

80 

751 

12 

00 

CO 

79' 

24 

24' 

OO 

001 

00 

98' 

54, 

7l' 

00 

00 

67 


600  oa 


1601.782  81 


a 

■  J? 
hi  fl 


73 
53 
59 
86 

ro 

76 
97 
50 
77 
65 
65 
68 
50 
.10 
73 
48 
25 
.'iU 
97 
73 
63 
69 
90 
75 
75 
59 

87 

71 
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WISCONSIN,  1933  —Continued. 


hi 

£ 

B 

a 


8 

li 

913 

8,213 

653 

477 


13 


8 

61 

12 

407 

93 

5 

1 

48 

■  •  • 

18 

9 

25 

23i 

149 

4 

50 

1 

557 

4 

10 


7,006 


Other  Traokmeo. 


00 

o   . 

£S 


1,851 
3.9011 
285,769 
594,70 
206.267 
149,301 
4,078 


2,570 
19,615 

3,874 
29.026 
22,42:2 

1,415 

184 

11,051 


4,284 

2,510 

7,28') 

55,89:, 

27,53 

63S> 

15,6:20, 

iO-: 

134,176 

1.025 

2,934 


1,538,237 


a 
o 

u  (d 

®  s 


$2,499 
5,863 
387.181 
8X),309 
289,638 
203.034 
5,983 


5) 
78 
42 
77 
85 
59 
20 


^  B 
5« 


3,24/ 
29,166 

".,811 
42,087 
&i,027 

2,529 
29 
15,084 


84 
52 
00 
56 
65 
20 
72 
19 


5,569 

3,616 

10,928 

76,804 

38.375 

937 

23.43) 

450 

176,832 

1,318 

5,462 


08 
88 
07 
59 
OS} 
64 
(0 

a> 

64 


1 
1 
i 
1 
1 
56J 
571 


9 

1  35 
1  50 
1  &j 
1  45 
1  40 
1  36 
1  47 


1  26 


45*. 

5o: 

4}l 

75l 
GO 


1  36 


|2.2.!4,50i  90 


30 
44 

50 
1  37 
:-9 
47 
50 
5') 
32 
32! 
861 


Switchman,  Flagmen  and 
Watchmen . 


B 


1 
1 

49i 

682 

81 

10 

19 


1 
2 
1 

12 

14 

3 

1 

1 
2 
5 


OB 


o  . 

1^ 


365 

365 

156.011 

167, 76S 

26,29 

3,&')0 

5.965 


108 

638 

365 

4,633 

4,578 

1.003 

90 

•  •  ■  • 

312 

626 

2,187 


3  610 
7!  2,764 
2        730 


74 


1  4011,320 


24,280 


403,340 


c 
o 

-:! 


1183 

424 

»68,984 

38^,555 

74, .5.^ 

7,337 

16,211 


Telegraph  Operators  and 
Dispatchers. 


a 


HB 
•§1  P 


l.>3 

952 

547 

7,227 

7,783 

1,85) 

156 


I 

001  31 
14  1  16 
75  2  37 
612  29 
32  2  84 
19'2  01 
9012  72 
..I  ...I 
42 
49 
50 
56 


172 
244 
121 

27 


271 
.0  1 


511  65 
1,001  65 
3,450  10 


JJOl 
72: 1 
.W|  1  '0 
38!  1  85 
II  I  i3 
.1 
I  64 
1  60 
I  50 


28 
4 


616  13 
5,S79  45 


1  01 

2  02 


CO 
wo 

£S 
1^ 


d 
o 

«  S 

>»! 

50 
12 


53,919 

e9,17i 

37,873 

9,855 


9     3,a>5 


7.146 
1.215 


1,396 


300 
365 


29 


1,217  20  1  67 


29,907  16,1  23 


84 


$912,491  16  2  23   729 


10,424 
2,946 


31,512 


229,479 


1124,253  47 

15B,936  50 

81.-^97  63 

21.401  81 


5.810  S5 


21.293  98 
2.430  00 


3,045  00 


■a  o 

n 


No. 


2  30 
2  27 
2  15 
2  17 


1  73 


2  98 
2  0J 


2  18 


600  00,2  00 
660  001  81 


19,540  79 
5,595  37 


1  87 
1  90 


62,205  79  1  97 


$505,070  69  2  20 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

» 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Rkport  of  the  Railroat>  Commission. 


EMPLOYEBS  AND  SALARIES, 


Name  of  Company . 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 
2.'AhQapeo&  Western 

3.  Chicaxo,  Milw.  &  St.  f,... 

4.  Chicago  Jc  Northwestern. 

5.0..  St.  P.,  il.  AO 

G  riii-Miero,  tiurlinirton  &  Q. 

7.  Cliicaf^o,  Lake  ^h  ro  &  E  . 

8.  (JhicHKO  &  Lake  Superior. 

9.  Duluth.  "'o  S.  &  Atlantic  .. 

10.  Dr.]  mm  >nd  «&  South  western 

11.  Fairciiild  St  Nurtheatteru.. 

12.  Orea;  Northern 

li.  Gi'ee  I  Bay  i^  Western  

14.  Uaw.  home.  Neb.  &  Sup 

15.  HazuihurstA  S  mthaaHiern 

16.  'llin   in  (3tiiitral   

17.  I  )la  A  Norther  • 

18.  Kfiwannee,  li.  K.  A  W 

19.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T 

20.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  A  W 
2L  M.,St.  P.  &SSteM 

22.  Northera  Paciflc 

23.  N    W.  CoalRy 

21.  Stanley,  Morrill  &  Phitlips 

25.  Whitcomb  A  Morris 

2(>.  Wisconsin  Ceutrnl 

27.  Bayllold,  Lake  Shore  &  W. 

28.  Chippewa  Val.  &  Northern 


All  Other  Employees  and 
Lab  rers. 


6 


1 

L770 

1,1711 

200 

100 


1 

197 

3 


12 
1 

12 
1 


Total. 


56 

14 

1 

15 


670 
.... 


4,277 


•1 
•O 

o    . 

I* 


313 

.554,12.-3 

270,4.32 

62,600 

31,300 


2,617 


6"^ 

02,0i6 

6,15i 


193 

4,490 

18 

1,2'>4 

36"> 


2r),8.>0 

6,559 

365 

4,680 


a 
o 

*  S 


1918  48 

1,266,576  01 

5-9,4a"i  75 

122,211  14 

61,879  98 


^  CO 

«  O 


3  03 
2  2^ 
2  07 
1  t5 
1  98 


5.542  752  09 


94  50' 1  50 

147,000  6)  2  37 

8,8,55  20  1  41 


393  66,2  01 
10.551  07'2  35 


27  76 

1,794  33 

503  00 


50,003  00 

11,209  14 

639  00 

7,020  00 


1  51 
1  60 
1  87 


93 
71 

1  75 
1  50 


142,495,      241,174  53  1 


127 


207  48 


$1,176,063  <2,496, 094  41 


1  64 


General  Administration. 


a 

0 


2 

4 

182 

2 

6 
70 


1 


6 

6 

S 

33 

4 
2 

7 


CO 


^1 
1^ 


180 

612 

58.098 

626 


1.962 
1,146 


§ 
to 


1720  00 

1,755  00 

250,811  34 

2.750  00 


312 

93:> 

3.56 

1,872 


365 


1,865 
2,478 

990 

12,760 

3,331 

450 
2,028 


192   54,621 
1  '       65 


1  12.  t539' 145,076 


9,38  i  59 
2,253  87 


200  00 
1,900 
3.447  07 
12,600  00 


$ 

4  00 
2  87 
4  32 
4  39 


4  74 
1  97 


64 
3  04 
9  68 
6  73 


600  00 


4,400 
5,181 
2,955 
42,!^20 
4,908 
1,500 
4,300 


(0 
69 


164 


2 


00;2 
15I3 
221 
00!3 
0012 


37 
00 
tf8 
33 
47 
33 
12 


171,9  3  78  3  15 
312  50  4  80 


1524,412  313  56 


•  Not  reported. 

t  Excluding  C,  St.  P.,  M.  A  O,  Ry,  not  reported. 


:  Railkoad  Commission. 


atraotDm. 

MaiaMnanoe  ot  Eqaipmeot. 

CuDdnotina 

Tna> 

s 

.1 

^ 

~ 

s 

i 

1 

■o 

a' 

i 

li 

11 

£ 

J 

h 

U  li 

£ 

li 

1 

1 

|£ 

li 

i  !  g 

i! 

|i     • 

a 

u 

1 

s2 

•<   1  z 

Z 

s      < 

X 

Z 

^ 

„ 

2,(a 

(9.631  68 

1 

g 

~',m 

. 

11 

B.8.2Miao,        1 

292 

r 

4.089 

t,iK 

76i;6S 

1.2-»,2H561ft)'l.t88 

4«HtT( 

9B1,15»B7  2  12 

4,34: 

l,:!8,!l) 

s.m 

t.JIM 

1,000.348 

■miasi 

'? 

708 

"ae.K- 

22 

1,630 
S3 

"ilB.aS; 

8.299 

6Sl 

■ ■i42;436"4i 

208 

"SM 

11 

1.441 

^■I^S 

.... 

200 

! 

'm 

1 

i 

31,8!i 
2,»5! 

47.fK5  Z 

1    S! 

i,83( 

■■  "s;22i7i 

i': 

34.81; 

82 

U 

e 

3»;iSS 

61,'938  2? 

6( 

9-.,8ffi 

mW.o  70 

2  01 

is; 

118;T2- 

29! 

41,378 

M,4S3'0 

71 

30,«8fl 

38.031  -n,  1  at 

t 

1,745 

S,2ia  20 

i.eio 

3.S6S  22.2  40 

7i!7! 

17 

i 

439 

736  51 

6t 

m 

.1B3  66  2  01 

12 

3,081 

6 

1 

1»,662 

31,  UU  «., 

a; 

1,003 

2,2J7  68 

220 

a 

"■-*■ 

it 

28 

B,324  6! 

■'1,450 

21 

8;444 

IS 

4.336  « 

51 

6 

2,S.M 

5.118  3:. 

227 

s: 

l;.60. 

32 

«3 

8,ia 

53        3 

2.054  or. 

2  2^ 

sn 

144  .'887  5': 

^7|      2» 

1S.U9  56 

271 

98^  5' 1 

'1 

'744 

fi8.4?e  IS 
1.245  35 

i!  i 

6;45l 

11.0*7  47 

1.218  2 

''^ 

81 

1«i 

^"e 

70 

Sl.SM 

a.-mM) 

9.360 

2 

2 

626 

t 

1,017 

!S».M 

SM.WH  'n|i  ^5  'sii 

'i96,W8 

■■'W6;i32»l 

I'W 

1.53; 

521.4  9 

1.233 

11 

3.2i; 

2~10 

tiaoi 

1.581 

3.713.611 

S 

■  '.'.'.'.".'.'. 

2 

10,M1 

!.^,4H 

(1,074.330  SO 

161 

t3eB7 

hW*^ 

12,274,190  14 

wTiii 

nportsd. 


St.  P.,  H.  AO., 
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Keport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


EniPLOYBS  AND  SALARIES, 


Name  of  Company. 


Total,  ExclodioflT  General  Officers. 


6 


^ 


2^^ 


o  O^ 


ego 
H 


•OS 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahuapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &   Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

(*Iiicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Chicago  &   Lake  Superior..— 

Drummond    &   Southwestern 

Duuth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

Great    Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

Hazelhurst    &    Southea^ern 

Illinois  Central    

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer 

Marinette,  TomahawK  &  Western 

Minneapolis.  St.  Paul  &  Ste.  Marie 

Northern    I*aciflc 

Northwestern   Coal    Ry.   Co 

Stanley,    Merrill   &   Philips 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin    Central 

Bayi.eld,  Lake  Shore  &  Western 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 


Total 


19 

39 

8,438 

10,228; 

2,394 

1.192 

129, 

4| 

22 

189 

31 

1.441 

393 

39 

15! 

1301 

7 

73 

50 

48 

659 

302 

19 

113 

4 

3,387 

19 

8 


4,576 

11,087 

2,616,620 

2,546,881 

749,790 

389.84 

20,0r»3 

1.304 

5.487 

66.489 

9.275 

254,134 

108,918 

10,729 

3.696 

39,272 

1.888 

18,579 

20,275 

14.066 

214.354 

90.340 

4.407 

35,120 

1.226 

1.004.631 

4.905 

2,111 


18,24156 

20.449  64 

5,719.388  15 

5,421,864  14 

1.636.985  34 

762,047  52 

42,900  89 

1.986  00 

9.389  59 

133.472  43 

16.422  13 

556.978  27 

206,375  72 

24.340  80 

7,431  04 

80,106  31 

3,184  62 

31,668  80 

46.839  32 

26.409  04 

451,174  93 

188,701  88 

10.606  78 

60,844  00 

2,236  00 

2.157,376  48 

10.256  34 

4.316  78 


H 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 


1 
1 
2 
2 
2 


80 
84 
19 
13 
IS 
93 
14 
61 
70 
01 
77 
19 
89 
26 
93 
(H 
69 
70 
31 
88 
11 
2  09 
2  38 
86 
82 
15 
09 
04 


I29,392i      8.250,3631117.630.881  39|    |2  13 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-Coiitlnued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbotsf ord  &  Northeastern 

Abnapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago    &    Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Pail,  MinneapoliH  &  Omaha. 

Chicago,   Burlington  &  Qulncy 

ChlcngK),  I^ike  Shore  &  Kaatern 

Chicago  &  I^ke  Superior 

Drummond    &    Southwestern 

Dnluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fairchlld   &   Northeastern 

Great    Northern 

(Ireen    Bay    &    Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebngnmon  &  Superior 

Ilnzelhurst   &  Southeastern 

Ilinoifc  Central 

loJa  &  Northern 

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer 

Marinette.   Tomahawk  &  Western 

Maineapolis.  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern     Pacific 

Northwestern    Coal   Ry.    Co 

Stanley,    Merrill   &  Phillips 

AVliitcomb  &  Morris 

AViscons'n  Cent ral 

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  AVestern 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Total     


Total,  Including  Qeneral  Officers. 

• 

• 
5  a  . 

daily 
nsa- 

u 

5 

5|§ 

Sl» 

rs'O  b 

^  8*2 

fB  s  s 

6 

0 

l^g 

■goS 

(«  A  o 

5  8:s 

19 

H 

H 

< 

4,576 

18.24155 

1180 

37 

10,937 

19.849  64 

1  81 

8.428 

2.612.394 

5,624.873  71 

2  15 

10,228 

2,546,881 

5,421.954  14 

2  13 

2.392 

749,060 

1.629,936  38 

2  18 

1,190 

389,11V) 

746,319  72 

192 

124 

20,000 

42,462  29 

2  12 

4 

1,3041           1.986  OO 

161 

22 

5,487 

9.339  59 

1  70 

189 

66.489 

133,472  43 

2  01 

26 

8.339 

14,522  13 

1  55 

1,441 

254,1341 

r        555.978  27 

2  19 

388 

107.358 

194.915  72 

1  82 

39 

10.729 

29,340  80 

226 

15 

3.696 

7.43104 

2  01 

130 

39,272 

80.106  31 

2  04 

7 

1.888 

3,184  52 

lb9 

68 

17.014 

27,868  80 

1  64 

48 

19*545 

46.179  32 

2  36 

49 

13.701 

24,609  04 

180 

657 

213,662 

440.713  86 

2  06 

302 

90.340 

188.701  88 

2U9 

18 

4,257 

9.606  78     2  26 

107 

33,248 

57,044  00 

1  72 

4 

1.226 

2,235  00 

1  82 

3.376 

1.001.232 

2,107.434  57 

2  jO 

19 

4.906 

10.255  34     2  09 

8 

2.111 

4,315  7« 

204 

29,331 

8,232,895 

$17,437,937  61 

2  11 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


EMPLOYEES  AND  SALARIES), 
Employees  and  salaries  paid  by  the  several  railways  doin^  business  in  Wisoonsin  as 


Name  of  Company. 


General  Ofllcers. 


1.  Abbotsforti  &  Northwestern. 

2.  Ahnapee  &  We>tern 

3.  Chicaffo,  If  ilwniikee  A  Sr.  P.. 

4.  ( Ml  icR eo  &  Not  tbwp stern 

5.  Chi.,  St.  P.  Minooap  A  O.  .. 
6   Chicago.  Hur]tn^t<^m  AQ 

7.  Chicago  Like  Shore  &  K.  .. 

8.  nhienea  &  Like  Superior 

9.  Illinois  Central 

10   C'lippowa  River  &  Northern.. 

11.  Chi.,  Hatvard  &  Gntevn  Like 

12.  Drammor'd  A  Southwpsern.. 

13.  Dnlntb,  Ho.  Shorn  &  AilHUtic. 

14.  Fnirch i Id  &  Northeastern.  .. 

15.  Gr»»Ht  N  trthern     

16   Green  Bay  <fe  Western 

17.  Nnwrhorne.  N-^bairamon  A  Sa 
IS    Hnzelhurst  &  Southeastern . 

19.  Iola<fc  Northern 

20.  Kewaune  *,  Green  Bay  A  W... 

21.  Lake  Suu.  Term.  &TrHn«.  •  o. 

22.  Marinette,  Tornahnwk  A  W. .. 

23.  Minneap,St  P.&SaultSte.M 
24   Northern  Paciac     

25.  Northweptern  •  oal  Rv.  Co... 

26.  Stflnl  y,  MerrllA  Phillips... 

27.  WhitcombA  Morris 

28.  Wiaronsir.  Central 

29    Mineral  Point  Jt  Northern . . . 

Total  (29  R.add  Reporting).. 


£ 

B 

2 


2 
11 

A 

9 

5 


OB 

ce 
a  ? 


d 
o 


eo 


as 


9  O 
>  O 


ino 

4.129 


1,005 

730 

40 

36.') 


000  00 
87.778  98 


1 
4 
1 

12 
4 


67 


1  3 


936 
1,560 


1,565 
730 
365 
649 


150 

624 

21 K) 

3,69*^ 

1,240 

8,407 


10  599  97 

5.975  20 

450  07 

1,200  CO 


400 
21  26 


eooco 


1  925  00 

ii,"400  00 


3,^00  00 

660  00 

1.800  00 

11.874  13 


HX)  GO 
3,0:»  00 

200  00 

62,605  30 

5,5t0  00 

210,868  65 


968 

8  19 

11  27 

3  28 


328 


209 
7  31 


2  43 

M) 

4  93 

18  30 


Oiber  Officers  and 
General  Office  Clerks. 


S 

9 


£ 


ag 

2 


g 


11 


d 
•^d 


2 

180 

2 

417 

179 

56,631 

3 

939 

16 

5  84U 

11 

3,443 

79 

993 

•  • 

3 

1,095 

1 

12 


6  00 
4  81 
1  CO 
16  94 
444 


11  45 


4 
4 

2 
35 


2-3 
2 

565 


775 

1.360 

162,440 

11,266 

15,250 

8,411 

1,729 


00|  4  31 
0)1  3  27 

son  85 

6212  00 
11>  2  61 
88>  2  45 
48   1  52 


2,300  00   2  10 


182| 
3121 


310  01 
200  00 


4U0I 
2,831 


3,868  5! 
6,992  67 


1  70 
64 


968 
2M 


1.162 
1,485 
625l 
11,5191 
159 
336 
986 


59,698 
620 

149,805 


1,980 

4.128 

1,250 

29,212 

300 

780 

3.3J0 


00 

oi! 

13 
31 
00 
00 


1  80 


35 
00 
75 
89 
50 
74 


i75',996  16 
870  00 

•  •  •  *  • 

4  46 
1  43 

432,751  61 

2  89 
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reported  to  the  Railroad  Commiasioiifor  the  year  endiDgr  June  90, 1906. 


Station  Agents. 


»4 

a 

0 
1 

4 

»0 

86 

a! 


cd 


a 
.S 

11 


313 

1,228 

106,38  4 

80,128 

26,918i 

10,585' 

865 
5,660 


61 


7' 
2 
6 

ao 

2 
2 
] 
3 
1 
2 
44 
8 


$7i0 

2,100 

191,004 

179,656 

64,a>7 

20,926 

1,030 

180 

10,245 


•OS 


Other  Station  Men. 


23 


00  2  30 


00 

87 


1  71 
1  80 
25  2  24 
52,2  38 
11  1  98 
00  2  "" 
00 


75 


100  00 


2 


117 
4 


2,313 
626 

2,612 

9,000, 
5381 
300 
312 

1,097 

3>o 

468 

1",658, 

3,140 


624 


43,115 
1,240 


5.342 

740 

7,445 

16,200 

1,076 

579 

720 

1,920 

2.21X) 

1,350 

28,208 

8,810 


80 
50 
81 


1  64 


90 

00 

07 

72 

16 

96 

00 

00 

00 

00^ 

75 


51 


1,140  00 


18 
85 
80 
00 
93 
31 
75 
3  29 
88 
80 
82 


1  83 


u 

9 

s 

0 
2 


2 

1,022 

959 

12) 

28 
7 


00 


g 

esa 


602 

819,982 

287,021 

39,125 

8,764 

2,599 


A    O 


16 


80 
19 


1 

10 

5 

1 

20 

25 

1 

2 


1,163 


5,201 


$880  001  46 

512,887  43  1  60 

493,363  62  1  72 

69,701  29  1  78 

15,632  801  78 

3,520  03  1  35 


1,976  25 


18,706 
4,601 


312 

2,405 

1,780 

310 

8.463 

10,109 

311 

624 


9,453  00 


87.225  36 
6,676  27 


96,626  82,2  24 
2,322  00  1  87 


967  313,430,$643.723  39 


2  05 


2 


2,50) 


103,885 
60 


816,026 


31 

3.126 

3,237 

540 

9,433 

17,788 

533 

780 


20 
95 
48 
00 
25 
04 
39 
00 


1  70 


1  82 


1  99 
1  45 


175,108  17 
11  45 


10 
30 
82 
74 
11 
76 
72 
25 


1 


$l,.'«i,906  98 


19 


1  67 


S 
B 

9 

1 

2 

385 

489 

150 

47 

7 

1 

5 

1 

2 

2 

12 

2 

21 

17 

4 

3 

1 

2 

5 

2 

42 

15 

2 


1 
165 

9 


Bogineers. 


73 


332 

402 

133,250 

154,309 

46,950 

17,155 

2,548 
313 

1,590 
300 
365 
620 

4,713 
440 

4,095 

5,277 

1,172 
340 
312 
625 

2,109' 

756 

14,110 

5,858 
655 


313 

54,4,51 

554 


1,388  453,914 


^1 


11,062  77 

1,564  12 

512,611  18 

606,870  90 

215,760  16 

64,045  30 

7,215  50 

600  00 

7,017  13 

705  (0 

785  87 

1,654  93 

17,863  58 

1,100  84 

16.787  90 

19.788  84 
3,844  31 

850  00 

967  45 

2,345  40 

7,382  46 

2,268  00 

57,595 

26,883  73 

2,185  87 


is 


720  00 

212,828  12 

2,084  61 


$1,795  409  15 


S 
3 
3 
3 

i 
1 

4 

9 

2 

9 

3 
2 
4 

3 
3 
2 


26 

89 
85 
93 
60 
73 
83 
91 
41 
35 
15 
67 
79 
50 
10 
75 
28 
50 
3  10 
3  75 
.50 
00 
08 
59 
34 


2  30 

3  91 
3  76 


3  96 


o 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
U 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  CommissioiJ. 


EMPLOYEES  AND  SALARIES, 


Namaof  Company. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  N.  E 

2.  Abnapee  &  vVesYern 

3.  CbicaRo,  M.  &  St   P 

4.  Chi.  &  tNorihwestern 

5   ChicMRO,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O  ... 

0.  Chicaff.i.B.  ttQ  

7    C)i  icHfro ,  L«.  S.  (&  E 

8.  ChicaKo  &  L  ike  Superior. 

9.  Illinois  Central 

10.  Cliip.  K i V.  Northeru 

11.  Chi.,  H.  AG.  L 

12.  DraramoiKi  &  S.  W  ...... 

18.  Diilath.  S.  S  «fe  A 

U.  Fairchild  A  NortheasLero. 

15.  Great  Northern    — 

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Hawthorne,  N.&S 

18.  Kazelhnrst&S.  E 

19.  Io1h<&  Northern 

20.  K.jwaiin«f»,  ti    B.  &  W    ... 

21.  L.  Sup.  T.  &  r  Rv.  Co. 

22.  Marinett-j,  T.  A  W 

23.  Min'ap  ,  Sr.  P.  &  S.  Sto.  M 

24.  Northern  PacI^c 

2.J.  N.  W.  CoHl  Rv.  Ci 

2d   St'iuloy,  M.  &P 

27.  Whiroinb*  Morris 

28    Wisconsin  Central  

29.  Mineral  Point  <ilt  Northern. 

Total  (29  roads  reportiog) 


Firemen. 


JO 

6 

p 


OB 

C0 

S5 


331 

402 

378127,651 


48 
4 


1 
2 
2 

12 

2 

24 

21 

4 

I 

5! 

2 

42 

•i'i 

18 

1 

171 
o 


2,485 


774.967 

46,950 

17,520 

1,690 

'  i*,594 
3X) 
365 
608 

4,731 
409 

4,012 

6.769 

1,318 
340 
312 
718 

2. 104 

756 

14,110, 

5,8.58, 
308 

6,590 

313 

55,224 

626 


476,796 


a 
o 
••< 

*-*  00 
h  OB 

«  a 
^& 

11 


a 
3  (0 

•Ss 


$634 

864 

334,706 

4.37,737 

134,697 

37,. 589 

3,118 

"4.1.56 

575 

1,059 

10,924 

818 

10,510 

15.566 

2,635 

596 

540 

1,650 

4,419 

1.512 

?A  ;46 

14, '91 

648 

13, 9. 5 

•HO 

133,929 

1.288 


98 


$ 

1  92 


20  2  15 
3912  ;w 
4ll2  50 
112  86 
3912  15 
91  1  95 


17 

OJ 

87 

60 

3< 

II 

69 

85 

0! 

21 

00 

45 

06 

00 

832 

2»:2 

8tJJ2 

002 


0) 
43 

78 


$1,176,379  a5 


61 
to 
57 
74 
31 
00 
62 
30 
00 
75 
73 
SO 
10 
00 
5!^ 
56 
11 
11 
70 
43 
05 


2  47 


a 

9 
2 


1 
1 

285 

3U 

105 

33 


1 
5 
1 
5 


10 

1 

37 

13 

3 


II 


2 
31 

n 
I 

1 


135 
2 


1,026 


Condaetors. 


Si 


335 

351 

89,206 

103.290 

32,»'»5 

12<015 


313 

1,891 

300 

733 


3,8  5 

326 

8,687 

4.26t 

982 

281 


g 

U  « 

ea  a 


S731 

720 

342,191 

397,962 

132.751 

39,237 


58 
Oi) 
48 
34 
OS 
70 


a 
o 


OOd 


480 
7, 146  :>.) 

900  00 
1,466  6i) 


6.54 


720 

11,262 

2,973 

275 


36.858 
639 


12,370  21 

925  GO 

30.145  21 

11,728  04 

2.945  81 

633  29 


1,800  00 


^  a 

O  O 

2  18 

2  05 

3  84 

3  85 

4  04 
3  26 


,55 
3  78 
3  GO 
2  00 


25 

83 
47 
75 
3  00 
25 


2  75 


2.160  00 
41,110  35 
11,319  43 

1,203  29 


3  00 
3  65 

3  81 

4  38 


313,054 


134.439  00  3  65 
1,099  88  2  66 


11,176,062  72  3  76 
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Other  Trainmen. 


.s 

a 

a 


1 

2 

590 

774 

227 

29 


8 
1 
4 
3 

27 

I 

107 

20 
6 
2 


OB 


353 

70  i 

181,631 

240,071 

71.1'51 

10,58 1 


4 

16 

2 

80 

18 

3 

18 


2.918 
S-X) 
61?) 
736 

9,707 

319 

13.983 

6,381 

1,690 
20 


a 
o 

«a 


9409  66 

1,260  00 

4a5. 200  m 

.*)60.886  31 

180.388  24 

2.>,095  72 


7,261 

435 

1.231 

1.315 

20.318 

561 

38.174 

11,809 

3,380 

38 


40 
00 
0» 
60 
87 
8') 
24 
64 


en 

a 


is 
5«^ 


72 
79 
20 
34 
51 
37 


49 
45 
CO 
79 
09 
77 
2  73 
1  a=) 


06  2  00 
42  I  92 


1,118 
6,674 

720' 
26.837 
7,*09, 

6.57 
5,450 

."MS  111,. 549 

21        600 


2,069  18 
20,042  13 

1.080  00 
60,501  71 
18.773  02 

2,S25  26 
10.460  00 


I  85 
8  00 

1  5) 

2  25 

2  53 

3  .54 
1  92 


271.960  58  2  44 
1,291  99  2  12 


2,233  705,077  «1, 646. 496  33,2  33 


Machinists. 


B 


164 

210 

80 

S3 


54 
16 


111 


669 


g 


.52,082  $179,071  96 


70.425 
25.040 
10,329 


200 
312 


15,191 
f,016 


306 


32,302 


211,153 


200,.5r2  9i 
53.346  03 


a 
>»c 

iS  * 

®  c 


Carpenters. 


u 

a 

d 


3  41 
2  85 
2  13 


27,107  09  2  62 


1 

1 

2«3 

416 

257 

45 

2 


tl 


450  01 
1.591  00 


2  25 
5  10 


1 
11 


.52. 407  46  3  55 
13. 542  42  2  70i 


1^ 


52 

350 

74,1S2 

137.094 

80.441 

14,080 

714 


2,070 


223 
3,373 


7     6.638 
13     4,020 


d 
o 

"I 
li 


$107 

700 

167.334 

299,170 

1.53,.581 

S2..^9 

1,666 


i?8 

§1 


$ 

12  2  06 
00200 


No. 


62 
60 
39 
85 
80 


4,781  11 


532  12 
7,782  95 


1  a55  CO  3  45 


90,820  79  2  81 


2 

19 
3 


191 
2 


619.901  69  2  911  1,275 


17.  .590  81 
8.039  61 


25 
18 
91 
30 
24 


2  31 


2  39 
2  31 


2  a'. 

2  00 


624;      1,404  00  2  25 
6  629     15,876  91  2  40' 


3, .518 


8,981  64  2  55 


43,413,    96,2.54  05  2  22 


411 


870  00 


377,867,1817,023  58 


2  12 


2  16 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
S7 
28 
29 
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Repobt  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 


EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4 

5. 

& 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
Irf. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
30 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbots furd  &  Northeastern. 

AhnapeeA  Western 

Chicaifo.  Milwaukee  A  St.  P. 
Cbicaffo  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mia.  &  0.naha 
Chicago,  BarliQflrton<Sk  Q  — 
Chi.,  Lake  Shore  Sc  Ea«cern 
Chicago  &  Lake  Superior. .. 

Illiaois  Central 

Chippewa  River  &  Norths rn 
Chi.,  tiar.  &  (ieneva  Lhko. 
Drummond  &  Southwestern 
Dulutb,  South  Shore  A  Atl. 
Fiirchild  A  Northeastern. .. 

Q. 'eat  Northern 

(ireen  Bay  &  Wostarn 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  A  S 
HazelhnrstA  Southeastern. 

tola  A  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A  W. 
Lake  Sup.  T.  AT.  Ry.Co.. 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Min.,St.  P.  ASaultSte.  M. 

Northern   Pacific 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry .  Co. . 
Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

Whitcomb  A  Morris 

Wisconsin  Central 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern. . 


Other  Shopmen. 


a 


1 

1.287 
519 
123 
10) 


6 


480 

40 

5 


21 


T  til  (29  roads  reporting) 


13 
'39i 


u 

« 

IS 


351 

404.551 

181,510 

38,499 

34.117 

1,625 


a 
o 

a>  O 


®  s 

Is 
5** 


1.045 


577 
2,325 


109,629 

14.278 

1,,%5 


Section  Foremen. 


W14  25  1  75 

$777,412  55  I  92 

342.034  li  I  8SI 

73,068  04  1  90 

63,285  >5  1  91 

3,031  5    1  87 


2, 288  75  2  19 


1.087  12 
3.998  27 


97K 
1,9S5 


223,644  11 

23,5.59  36 

3,318  86 


6,227 


3,810 


1.620  00 
4,246  41 


15,165  61 


123,444 


7,800  00 


215,993  30 


3,044  926.275  $1,764,230  45 


1  88 
1  72 


2  04 

1  65 

2  40 


1  66 

2  14 


2  44 


2  05 
175 


1  81 


2 

5 

288 

319 

130 

42 

1 

1 

11 

9 


1 

22 
2 

13 

37 

1 

1 

1 

6 

1 

5 

50 

24 

1 

6 

1 

126 

4 


1,004 


626 
1.&40 
90,242 
98.282 
40.090 
15.330 

365 

313 
3,789 

600 


315 
7,863 

.545 

4.808 

13.280 

275 

119 

248 
2,080 

365 

1,.580 

17,820 

7,519 

Sl.> 
1,9.37 

.100 

43, 1(^ 

1,475 


355,706 


11,035 

2,400 

146,049 

186,369 

77,020 

27,124 

720 

480 

5.985 

l.OSO 


00 
00,1 

481 


27 
62 
42 
00 
00 
00 
00 


573 

13.218 

1,007 

8,029 

19,920 

622 

203 

309 

3,r/o 

793 

2,700 

29,5.50 

12,824 

006 

3,560 

.525 

68,768 

3,020 


97 
85 
06 
00 
00 
fiO 
84 
99 
00 
55 
00 
14 
51 
92 
00 
00 
45 


65 
55 
62 
90 
89 
77 
97 
55 
58 
75 


82 
1  68 
84 
67 
50 
30 
1  71 
1  ?5 
50 
17 
73 
66 
71 
93 
84 
75 
h9 


00205 


$617,588  47 


1  74 
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Other  TrBOkmen, 


iwltohman,  FUir  d     TolegrapL  Operaton  tod 


Z33      a.an 


236  W 

■■■■«:™i8 

ll.Sui 

W.gW  12 

i,<je3,oie' 

K4S,1B9,S68 

33,702 
240,733 


QU 
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EMPLOYEES  AND  ABIES, 

Dietribation  o 


Name  of  Company. 


1. 

2. 

S. 

4. 

5. 

6 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
18. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
2t. 
22. 
23 

24 
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Abboteford  -^  Northeastern. 

Ahnapee  A  Western    

Chicago,  Mi  .&  St.  P 

ChicaKoA  North \vebtern. 
Chicago,  St.  P.  M'DD.  A  O. 
Chicafrcs  Burhnsrton  &  g... 
Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  *-.. 
«!htcat?o&  Like  Superior.. 
Illincia  Central.  .••■• 
Chipp"wa  River  &  Northern 
Chi  ,  Harvard  &  Geneva  L. 
Drnmraond  &  Southwestern 
Duluth,  South  Shore  &  A. .. 
Pairchiid  &  Northeastern. . 

Green  Bay  A  Western 

Great  Northern •  •  • 

Hawthorne.Nebaaamon  A  ». 
Hazelhnrst  A  Southeastern. 
Tola  A  NortherD  ...•■•  _, 
Kewaunee,  Green  "av  &  W 
Lake  Sup.  Term.  A  Trans 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  A  W 
Minneapolis,  St.  P.  A  fc>anlt 

Ste.  Marie 

Northern  Pacific  •  •   ■  •  • 
Northwestern  Coil  Hy .... . . 

Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips 

Whitcomb  A  Morris 

Wisconsin  Central.  .     .... 

Mineral  Point  A  Northern. 


Other  Employees  and 
Laborers. 
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General  Administration. 
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Total. 


Number  of  roads  reporting  — 


312 
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775  00  4  81 
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6,370 
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00  4  81 
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363  54 
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544,535  66  3  56 
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C   ONSIN,  193j-Coat  nu9d. 
the  furogoing. 


MaiDteDance  of  Way  and 
Structaree. 

MaiDteoance  of  Equipment. 
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5,375  00  1  63 

1,205  99  1  86 

9,560  78  1  55 

57,817  03  1  66 

9,063  981  40 

57,749  70  1  53 

99,632  58,1  74 

3,152  091  83 

479  961  66 

309  991  2.> 

20,538  131  47 

6,098  96  1  73 

10,184  141  42 

146,518  78  1  53 
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20,100  001  60 
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1,112 
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3,210  24 
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4,059  5W 
4,371  04 

86,695  90 
4,861-80 

98,182  39 
330,421  98 

15,914  89 
2,697  88 
2,767  97 

15,971  98 

41,290  60, 
8,910  00 

236,885  00 

105,059  82 

7,921  42 

27,515  00 

1,260  CO 

1,305.157  65 

9,876  20 

9,510,920  61 

1  90 

1  99 

2  40 

1  86 

2  20 
2  26 
2  34 
2  10 
1  77 

1  88 

2  62 
2  951 
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2  70 
2  55 
2  02 
2  04 
2  39 
2  27 

2  39 

28 

151 

253 

6 
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1 

'  77 

534 

5 
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21,711 

124,820 

1.395 

147 

40,727  44 

276,051  57 

3,348  86 

312  24 
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2  82 
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13 
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369 
232 
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1,362 
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2 
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'976 
2.291 

720 

11.867 

8,083 

2941 

4,122 

'2061266 

1,620  00 
5,301  41 
1,404  00 

21,239  81 
18,708  39 
1,015  98 
8,880  OO' 

■"467',333'46 
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Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES, 


Name  of  CompaDy. 


Total  Incladinff  Qeneral  Clices. 
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1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeasteru 

2.  Ahnapee   &    Western 

3.  Chicaso,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago    &    Northwestern 

5.  Chicago,  St  Paul,  Minneapolis  &.  Omaha.. 

6.  Chicago,   Burlington  &  Quincy 

7.  Chicago.  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

8.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

9.  Illinois    Central 

10.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

11.  Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 

12.  Drummond    &    Southwestern - 

13.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

14.  Falrchlld   &  Northeastern 

lo.  Great    Northern ; 

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

18.  Hazelhurst   &    Southeastern 

19.  lola   &   Northern 

20.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

21.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Ry.  Co 

22.  Marinette.   Tomahawk  &  Western 

23.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie.. 

24.  Northern    Pacific 

26.  Northweertern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

26.  Stanley    Merrill   &   Phillips 

27.  Whitcomb   &    Morris 

28.  Wisconsin     Central 

29.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 
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9.661 

2,678 
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15 

38 

33 

216 

60 

1,357 
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40 

747 

360 

19 

172 
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3,737 
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Total    (29   roads   reporting) 130,194 
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6,606 

10.916 

2,8^.432 

2,627,009] 

839.202 

293.686 

21,486 

2.034 

39,276 

4.600 

3.646 

9,791 

73,387 

10.009 

329.074 

106,136 

9.907 

1,717 

1.816 

25,335' 

24.139 

11,894 

225.790 

90,417 

5.239 

30,925 

1.426 

1.065,069 

19,891 
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19,848  96 

19.946  07 

6,267,697  01 

6.734,813  12 

1,872.610  66 

618,859  96 

46,464  83 

3,397  00 

80.661  91 

7,940  00 

7,198  22 

17,342  06 

148.511  20 

15,860  28 

709,974  65 

209,269  53 

22.415  84 

3.520  08 

3,077  96 

42,530  11 

67,979  39 

23.648  14 

473.938  65 

198,334  72 

12.864  86 

69.496  00 

2.436  OO 

228,453  90 

38,940  32 


8,764.654  n8.993,886  26 
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$176 


83 
17 
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2  23 
11 
16 
67 
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64 
97 
77 
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58 
16 
97 
26 
06 
69 
68 
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v2  40 


1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
2 
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99 
10 
19 
45 
92 
71 
17 
96 


$2  17 
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WISCONSIN,  1906-CoiitInued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Total  Ezeladinff  Genaral  Offioea. 
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1.  AbbotBford  &  NortheaBtern 

2.  Ahnapee   &   Western 

8.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

I.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

6.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha.. 

6.  Chicago^  Burlington  &  Quincy 

7.  Chicago,   Lake   Shore   &  Eastern 

8.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

9.  Illinois  Central 

10.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

11.  Chicago,   Harvard  &  Lake  Geneva 

12.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

13.  Duluth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

14.  Fairchild   &  Northeastern 

15.  Great   Northern 

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

18.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

19.  lola  &  Northern 

20.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

21.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer  Ry.  Co 

22.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

23.  Mlnneapo'is,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.   Marie 

24.  Northern   Pacific , 

25.  Northwestern   Coal   Ry.   Co 

26.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips 

27.  Whltcomb    &    Morris 

28.  vVisconsin    Central 

29.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total    (29   roads    reporting), 
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6.606 

36 

10,766 

9.151 

2,881,303 

9,661 

2,627.009 

2,675 

838,107 
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292.856 

137 

21.446 
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1.669 
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89.275 

15 

4,600 

88 

8,463 

33 

9,791 

215 

73,387 

46 

9,073 

1,357 
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379 
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33 

9,907 
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1,717 
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1,816 

84 

23,770 

63 

23,409 

39 
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745 

226,141 

360 

90,417 

18 

5,089 

168 

80.301 
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1,226 

3,725 

1.061,373 

82 

18,661 

$9.848  98 
19.846  07' 
6.179,918  06 
5,734.813  12 
1,861,910  59 
612.884  73 
46.004  76 
2,197  00 
80.671  91 
7.940  00 
6,688  22 
17,342  06 
148,511  20 
13,925  28 
709,974  65 
197,859  53 
22,415  84 
3.520  08 
3.077  96 
38.730  11 
57.319  39 
21,748  14 
462.064  42 
198,334  72 
11.954  §6 
66.495  00 
2.235  00 
2,221,934  60 
33,440  32 


$176 


1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 


80 

14 

xo 

22 

09 

15 

40 

06 

54 

90 

77 

02 

63 

16 

89 

26 

06 

69 

63 

46 

89 

05 

19 

35 

86 

82 

11 

79 


30,127       8,746,247($18,783,016  60|  $2  15 
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IvKPORT    OF    THK    RaII.ROAI)    COMMISSION. 


£3iPLOY££i  AND  SALiRlES, 
Employes  and  Salaries  Paid  by  the  Several  Wiscoosin  Railwtya  for  Whole  Lloe  as 


General  OflScera. 


Ocher  Officers  and  General 
Office  Clerks. 


Name  of  Company. 
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1.  Abbotsford  A  Northeastern 

2.  Ahuapee  &  WesJtera ' 

3.  B «\ field,  Lake  Shore  iitW ' 

4.  ChicH(7o,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

5.  (/hicairo  <&  North  theater Q 

6.  Chic,  St.  Paul,  Minneap.  it,  O.. 

7.  ('hicaffo,  burllntrton  &  Qiiiacy.  ' 

8.  Chtcaf^o,  Lnke  Shore  &  Emtera 
^.  Chicago  «K  Like  Superior 

10.  Chicsffo,  HarTard  &.  Genera  L.. 

11.  (  hippewa  River  «&  Northern 

12.  Drummond  &,  Southwestern  — 
1.*.  Dularh,  South  Shore  <&  Atlantic 
14.  Fairehi Id  &  Northeastern.   . 

li .  Great  Northern 

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Hawthorne,  N  bai^amoa  ir  Sup  . 

18.  H^izethurst  &  Southeastern 

19.  Illinois  Central 

20.  Inla  &  Northern 

21 .  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

22.  Lake  Saperior  Term.  &  T<'ans. . 

23.  Marinette,  Tomahiwk  db  West'n 

24.  Minneap.  St.  P.  AS.  Ste  Marie 

25 .  Northern  Pacific    

26.  Northwestern  Coil  Ry 

27.  St  tnley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

28.  Winona  BridffA  Ry.  C> 

2.t.  Wisconsin  &  Miobifran  

30.  WhitcomoA  Morris 

31.  Wisconsin  Central 
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3.800  03     2  43  4'  1,156 

*>»  00         90  3,  1,383 

1,800  0)     4  93  2I  625 

49,728  08    15  14  2221  75,796 

290.111  61    20  19  818!  284,878 

900  00     6  00  2  336 

3,800  0),     2  03i  1'  156! 

1  SIS 

8,122  01     3  70:  6  1,925 


662,Sn  84  2  55 
7,K5  57  2  61 


1,126,572  11-2  25 


4.015!        59,000  00    14  00 


ToUls 456  158, 348  $2,4 75,621  36$15  63 
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7,100 


72,323 


2,368,244 


1,970 

4,021 

1.155 

188,218 

783,528 
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500 

900 

4,772 


001  70 
60  2  91 

001  85 
26  2  41 
45  2  75 

002  30 
00S20 
00,  96 
852  48 


222,555  62  3  07 
$5,775,764  67  2  44 
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whole  line.  1905. 

Shown  by  Reports  Made  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  Year  Ending  June  30,  1906. 


Station  Agents. 

Other  Station  Men. 
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320 

451 

429 

461,917 

516.763 

93.900 

474.135 

38,565 

313 
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323 

366 

30.265 

722 

195.585 

5.160 

1.262 

$1,045  95 

1,781  95 
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WHOLE  LINE,  I90&-Con tinned. 


Ochpr  TmiDmeD. 
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• 

JS 

a 

a 

CO 

i 

a  ^ 

J 
-1 

1 

58 

• 

£ 

B 

a 

S5 

00 

CB 

£^ 

7Z 

J 

• 

a 

•1 

n 

£ 

a 

a 
2 

OD 

CO 

g 

4 

•  * 

^  a 

• 

1 

261 
fi21 

140160 
1.291  91 

1 

164 

9.  08 

• 

$ 

1 
1 

21 
350 

$62  16 
629  30 

$ 

248 
180 

1 

2 

»....• 

2 

1            ""    .        -' (     "i 

s 

1,923|    601.899 

2,522     763,094 

464     145.232 

1,780     649,700 

31       11.018 

1,331,961112  21 

1,806,405  24  2  37 

349,179  97  2  40 

1,456,50195  2  24 

27,479  57  2  49 

L... 

695 

1,142 

536 

886 

63 

168.032 
331.154 
167,456 
277,818 
19,700 

$626,252  45 

8U.335  89 

362.896  33 

749.912  23 

44,024  24 

3  32 
2  45 
2  17 
2  70 
2  23 

806 
2,028 

605 

1,782 

24 

229.249 
636.796 
168.066 
667,776 
7,467 

"'474*,6i8*5i 

1,112.639  08 

311,143  06 

1,309.756  93 

16,558  44 

207 
207 
197 
234 
2  21 

4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 

3i""*M4S 2,296' 8312  00  ""i 

46 

ii5  48 

9.  50 

10 

(.^.. 

n 

2            316 

172       63.356 

2            799 

640  93 

131,107  74 

1,288  83 

898,979  00 

11,872  63 

3,602  90 

1,088  29 

2,384,326  20 

171        1 
2  07      22 

1  72        1 

312 
6,948 

275 

95,587 

4,202 

1,615  00)4  86 

18.28^  1512  63 

1.028  25,3  83 

326.613  46|3  41 

11.762  5412  80 

1.... 

1 
66 

231 
17,063 

475*05 

37,908  08 

206 
2  22 

12 
13 
14 

1.899 

21 

6 

395.115 

659 

1,751 

583 

1,006,490 

2  28 

1  80 

2  00 
187 
2  37 

3-/1 
13 

300 

11 


71.868 
3,378 

183,984  13 
7,092  40 

2  66 
2  10 

16 
16 
17 

2 

18 

2.620 
1 

1.308 

390,543 

1.122,566  75 

2  87 1  2.131 

655.969 

1,475,173  22 

2  26 

4 

19 

41       1.1A1I 

1.981  20 

16,273  18 

1,202  91 

223,692  96 

1,614.312  69 

1,620  47 

R  40A0A 

1  80 

2  99 
1  50 

21 

10 

5,101 

802 

104.288 

626,523 

RX2 

1 

289 

997  36 

3  46 

22 

3 

3 

317 

1,416 

919 

96,697 

383,184 

2,054  97 
216.446  27 
942.116  53 

2  24 
2  26 
2  46 

23 

304 

1,810; 

2 

2  14 
2  58 
2  78 
173 
138 

158 

744 

1 

62,050 

228,638 

173 

128,099  61 

663,631  47 

429  22 

2  46! 
2  86' 
2  54 

24 

26 
26 

10        3,120 

.  •• . 

27 

12)       4,320           6,000  o6] 

5 

1,665 

4.600  00 

2  87 

4 

1.262 

3.406  00 

2  72 

28 
29 

388 

13,998' 

122,228 

299,409  92 

2  46|    130 

37,996 

106.820  11 

2  79 

113 

46,396 

101,472  66 

2  24 
2  24 

80 

4,516,147 

$10,577,120  83 

2  34 

1 

5,977 

1.772,283 

$4,867,682  44 

2  76 

9,499 

2,764.669 

$6,196,624  67 

642 


Eeport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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1.  Abbotsford  &  N".   E 

2.  Ahoapee  &  Western 

3.  Bayfield,  L.  S.  &  W 

4.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  Paul.... 
6.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

6.  Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O.... 

7.  Chicago,    B.    &    Q 

«.  Chicago,  L.  S.   Sc  B 

9.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior.. 

10.  Chicago,  H.  &  G.  L 

11.  Chippewa  Val.  &  Nor 

12.  Drummond  &  S.  W 

18.  Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  A 

14.  Fa'rchlld  &  N.  \V 

16.  Great     Northern 

16.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Hawthorne,  N.  &  S 

18.  Hazelhurst  &  S.  E 

19.  Illinois  Central 

20.  Tola  &  Northern 

21._ICewaimee,  C.   B.  &  W — 

22.  I.ake  Superior  T.  &  T 

23.  Marinette.  T.  &  W 

24.  Mpls.,    St.    P.    &    S.    S.    M 

25.  Northern    Pacific 

j86.  Northwestern    Coal    Ry.... 

27.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips 

28.  Wisconsin    &    Michigan.., 

29.  Whitcomb  &  Morris 

30.  Wisconsin  Central 
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WHOLE  LINE,  1905-Coiitlnued. 
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137,151  91 
1,217  20 


720 


540  00 


41 
47 
67 


75 


104 
653 


28,684 


35,331  4911  23  '     104 


600  00!2  00121 
660  001  SI '22 
.123 


72.89S  58' 


2  C«3|24 


35,9261 

212,5421      528,931  24*2  49  25 

..  26 

..  27 

2  16  28 

..129 

73,4'!^  31il  97130 


720 
'37*,  227 


1,560  00 


52,565|12,283,998;$16, 831,539  38,1  37|6,573|2,198,009  $4,836,802  43|2  20  l4,68611,519,7071$3,4O6.588  53.2  24| 
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Eepoet  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 


EMPLOYES  AND   SALARIES,. 

Distribution  o£ 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  Emijloyeoeand  Laborers. 


a 

p 

2: 


OB 


o    • 

Ui'TS 
go 

5?^ 


h 


a 
o 


-bo 

"O  OB 

|i 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

C,  M.  &  St.  P 

Chicago  &   Northwestern.. 

C,   St:  P.,   M.  &  O 

Chicago,  Burl.  &  Qulncy.. 
Ch!tago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern.. 
Chicago  &  Lake  Superior. 
Chicago,  Ilarv.  &  G.  Lake 
Chip.  Valley  &  Northern.. 
Dnimmond  &  S.  Western.. 
Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. I 
Fairchild  &  N.  Eastern.... 

Cxreat    Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Neb.  &  Sup'r. 
Ilazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

Illinois   Central    

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  Weftt. 
Lake  S.  T.  &  Transfer.... 
Marinette,  Tom.  &  West.. 
Mpolis.,  S.  P.  &  S.  S.  M.. 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern   Coal  Ry 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Winona   Bridge   Ry 

Wisconsin    &    Michigan  — 

W^hitcomb    &    Morris 

"Wisconsin    Central    

Bayfield,  Lake  S.  &  West. 


1 

6,269 

5,373 

709 

4,397 

88 


313 

1,962,197 

1,212,562 

221,917 

1,376,261 

27.364 


664 
127 


Total 


156|  54,036] 

1|  63 

2,406i  769,614 

38  6,158 


1948  48  3  03 

4,485,042  62|2  29 

2,543,514  78|2  11 

454,274  91  >2  05 

2.812,756  60|2  04 

50,006  06  1  83 


964  20 

207  48 


1 

4,212 

1 

12 
1 


1,661 

2,284 

1 

15 

6 

28 


723 


28,877 


196 
1,586,769 
18 
1,254 
365 


316,071 

793.816 

365 

4.680 

1,878 

8,400 


8,613,427 


108,034  21 
94  50 
1,633,620  49 
8,856  20 


50 
64 


393  66 

2,680,349  24 

27  76 

1,794  33 

500  00 


597.825  79 

1,517,111  36 

639  00 

7.020  00 

2.430  93 

12,770  27 


168.340    284,917  33 


$17,226,098  20 


2  00 

1  50 

2  12 
1  44 


01 
70 
1  54 
1  60 
1  37 


89 
90 
lb 
50 
29 
52 


1  69 


General  Admlnutratioo. 


2 


2 
4 

643 

836 

127 

2,107 

35 


1 

82 

5 

767 

6 


491 


6, 

6 

3 

231 

1,266 

2 

7 

6 

13 


192 
1. 


o    . 


o 

X.  CO 


a- 

a 

«> 
a. 


^ 


2  02  ;  6,841 


180 

612 

205,731 

249,461 

46,043 

667.915 

10,826 


I 


792 


312 

27,550 

937 

269,097 

1,872 


179.348 


1,865 

2,478 

990 

79,081 

442,626 

460 

2.028 

313 

4,116 


$720 

1,755 

888,142 

844.730 

186,408 

2,048,616 

30.081 


00|4 
0012 
1614 
06|3 
23:4 
9613 
92  2 


1,938  25 


200  00     64 

91,627  35  3  32 

1,900  00  3  04 

806,789  99  3  00 

12,600  00  6  V3^ 


OO 
87 
32 
39 

oa 

07 

78 


2  «> 


663,763  65 


64,631 
65 


4.400  00 

6,181,69 

2.955  00 

237.946  94 

1,382.357  47 

1.500  00 

4,300  00|2 

300  00 


14 


37 
0» 
96 
OL 
3  1^ 
33 
12 
9^ 


12,894  89,3  13 


203,082 
312  60 


66  3 


2,256,117 17,333,421  73  3  % 

t l_ 


BePOST    of    the   EAIIiBOAD    COMMISSION. 
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WHOLE  LINE.  1906--Continued. 
the  Foregoing. 


M aintenaDoe  of  Way  and 
Stmetnna. 

Maintenance  of  Equipment. 

Conducting  Transportation. 

00 

• 

• 

Cb 

m 

a 

• 

• 

Pk 

a 

i^O 

>» 

a 

^fl 

>% 

a 

^  o 

« 

o 

*?o 

« 

o 

^c 

CB 

o 

!?o 

TS 

^■3 

•2*2 

♦o 

^IS 

^r 

•o 

^•5 

3"S 

«rt 

H  «o 

J5* 

*j 

X  as 

5ee 

«4 

"Z  <8 

5« 

o   . 

«S 

•O  a, 

o   . 

MS 

^  «. 

0    . 

aS 

■o  S 

£ 

II 

u 

£ 

II 

^5 

H 

i4 

(4 

a 

gs 

58 

&i 

B 

§s 

^§ 

•1 

B 

§s 

50 

i^ 

B 

a 

S5^ 

&^ 

%- 

9  k 

^« 

5^ 

9 

IS^ 

|S 

U          2,496 

13.631168145 
9.802  561  60 

6 

1.900 

$3,889  87  2  061     1 
8,260  68  2  031      2 

19          6,114, 

1 

292 

631  40 

2  16 

15 

4.069 

8,590   2.700,545 

4.320.873  09  1  60 

5,268 

1.666,065 

3.510,835  58 

2  12 

15,378 

4,703.320 

11,532,940  07  2  45;      3 

17,040   3,622,036 

6.103,014  11  1  68 

3,979 

1.150.688 

2,567.456  IL 

2  23 

17.876 

5,298,161 

12,979,039-99  2  451 

4 

1.842       576,546 

954.662  85166 

1,241 

388.433 

784.484  08 

2  02 

uM30 

985,566 

2,541.836  37  2  58 

6 

12.294   3.922.954 

6.263,624  87  1  60 

8.237 

2,678.390 

6.578,389  16 

2  16 

i2.569 

4,363,772    10,251,410  59  2  35] 

6 

2261        71,418 

111,637  071  56 

361 

112,791 

227.626  49 

2  02 

667 

240,962 

620.456  40  2  67 

7 

1 

213 
1,074 

456  0011  50 
2,378  77  2  21j 

3 

11 

991 
3,957 

1,530  00  1  54 
7,436  161  88 

8 

9 

4 

1.261 

2.546  29 

2  02 

9 

5 

1.152 

1,556  041  351 

3 

959 

2,759  74  2  88 

-.«• 

9 

2,853 

3,760  07 

131 

5 

1.175 

3,180  60 

2  71 

7 

1,147 

•  2,208  92  1  92 

U 

553 

181,823 

293.348  50 

161 

311 

106,214 

193,970  21 

1  84 

823 

296,225,        671,842  14  2  27 

18 

16 

4,897 

7,434  75 

1  52 

1 

275 

1,028  25  3  83 

9 

3,167 

6.057  13  1  91 

x3 

12,462 

2,283,767 

3,512,717  09  1  54 

4,511 

954,722 

2,000.638  84  2  10 

8.865 

2,326, 976i 

5.664.803  06  2  43 

14 

167 

41,376 

58,483  60 

1  41 

71 

20,696 

38.021  79  1  84 

A49 

44,974 

97,270  33  2  16i    1& 

6 

1,745 

3,219  20 

1  84 

6 

1,610 

3,866  22  2  40 

28 

7,374 

17,255  38  2  34 

16 

2 

439 

736  51 

168 

1 

196 

393  6612  01 

12 

3,061 

6.300  87  2  06 

17 

9,946 

2,886,660 

4,149,816  36  ;  44 

5,927 

1.784,729 

4,104,962  50|2  30 

14,859 

5,504.801 

12.064,194  83  2  20 

18 

1 

310 

387  74 

1  ?5 

6 

1,578 

2.796  781  77 

19- 

28 

6.818 

9.324  63 

137 

""io! i;456 

2,298  73 

1  58 

29 

8.446 

15,645  39  1  85 

20 

10 

2.875 

4,336  88 

1  51 

6 

2,256 

5,118  32 

2  27 

27 

12,666 

32.202  43  2  54,    21 

33 

9,126 

13,928  98 

153 

3 

919 

2,054  97 

2  24 

9 

3.031 

•     7.470  09  2  46 

22 

2,448 

608.689 

818,868  30 

161 

848 

275.879 

659,934  16 

2  03 

1,706 

515,304 

1,248,416  45 

2  42 

2S 

12.355 

2,950,007 

4,835,991  51 

1  64 

3,613   1.168,981 

2,720.909  05 

2  33 

7,442 

2,554.8961    6.824.779  72 

267 

24 

6 

740 

1.245  35 

1  68 

3 

406 

1,248  29 

307 

8 

2.811 

6,513  14  2  31 

25 

70 

21,860 

33.180  00 

152 

6 

1,872 

3.744  00 

200 

30 

9,360 

19,620  00  2  96 

26 

6 

1  878 

2.430  93 

1  ?9 

27 

62'        16.887 

25.740  00 

1  52 

25 

7.825 

17,506  00 

223 

88 

30.000 

5i,866*iii'73 

28 

2 

600 
271,161 

975  00 
420,490  21 

1  62 
1  66 

1  . 

2 
1,990 

626 
.     616.061 

1,280  00 
1.4ff7,114  07 

2  01 
237 

29 

1.121 

726 

235,091 

467.961 171  99 

30 

11 

3.254 

6,062  57  1  86 



f  ... 

7 

1,686 

3,880  27 

245 

31 

■ 

159 

••■••• 

'2  18 

1 

79,341 

20.102.313 

$31,974,106  27 

35,163 

10.451.106 

$22,798,853  82 

86,754 

27.547.737 

66,171^060  98 

240 
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Eeport  of  the  Railkoad  Commission. 


EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES,   WHOLE   LLNR.   lOOo-Continued. 

Distribution  of  tlie  Foregoing. 


Total 

Incladin?  General  Officers. 

» 

• 

a 

• 

a 

m 

o 

^o 

Name  of  Company. 

-a 
o  . 

sati 

n 

2  a 

5l 

It 

s 

2: 

as 
1^ 

Tota 
com 

Aver 
com 

1. 
s! 

4. 

5. 

«. 

< . 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 
oo 

23. 
24. 
**^ 

26. 
27. 
2S. 
29. 
30. 
31. 


Chicago, 

Chicago 

Chicago, 

Chicago, 

Chicagio, 

Chicago 

Chicago, 


Abl)otsfor(l  &  N.  E 

Ahnapee   &   Western 

Milw.   &    St.    Paul 

&    Northwestern 

St.    P.,    M.   &   O 

Burlington    &    Q 

L.   S.  &  E 

&    I^  ko    Superior 

Harvard  &   G.   L 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drummond  &   S.    W 

Duluth    South   Shore  &  At'antic. 

Fairchild   &   N.    E 

(ireat    Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Neb.   &  Sup'r 

Hazelhurst  &  S.    E 

Illinois     Central 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.   B.   &  Western 

Lake  Sup'r  Term.  &  Trans 

MarluQ^te.  Tomahawk  &  W 

Mpls.,    St.    P.   &   S.    S.    M 

Northern    Pacific 

Northwestern    Coal    Ry 

Stanley.    Merrill    &    P 

Winona    Bridge    Ry 

Wisconsin     &     Mich 

Wliitcomb    &    Morris 

Wisconsin     Central 

Bayfield  Lake  S.  &  W 


19 

39 

29,S79 

39,731 

6,340 

36.207 

1,289 

4 

27 

8 
oo 

1,769 

31 

26,605 

393 

,S9 

15 

31,2231 

7| 
731 
49| 
4S| 
5.2'»3' 
24,6761 
191 
113 
11 
1781 
4 
4,029 
19 


4,576 

11,087 

9,265,651 

10,320.236 

1,996,588 

11,533,031 

435,997^ 

1,304 

7,084 

2,lir 

5.487 

610.812 

9,275 

5.834,562 

108,918 

10,729 

3.696 

10,365,5381 

1.888 

18.579 

20,275 

14.066' 

1,378,953 

7,116.409 

4,407 

35,120T 

2,1911 

58,4681 

1.2261 

1,186,844] 

4,905 


•     $8,241  65' 

20,449  64 

20,252,790  89 

22.494,239  27 

4,466,395  48 

24,142,040  GO 

989,801  88 

1,986  00 

14,299  47 

4.316  78 

9,339  59 

1,250,688  20 

16,422  13 

11,984,948  981 

206»375  72 

21,340  80 

7,401  94 

20,902,737  34| 


nso 


1 

2 
2 
2 
2 


84 
19 
18 
24 
09 


2  27 


1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 


52 
02 
04 
70 
06 
77 
05 
89 
89 
93 
02 


Total    I  207,0991    60.360,013] 


3,184  52 

169 

31,668  80 

1  70 

46,839  32 

2  31 

26.409  04 

1  88 

2.865,165  85 

2  08 

15,764,037  75 

222 

10,506  78 

238 

60,844  00 

1  86 

2,730  93 

126 

108,000  00 

184 

2,235  00 

182 

2.548.668  11 

2  15 

10,255  34 

209 

128.277,355  80 

2  12 

Rkport  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 
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EMrLOYES  AND  SALARIES,  WIHOLE  LIKE.  1905-ContInuea. 

Distribution  of  the   Foregoing:. 


Name  of  Company. 


Total  Excluding  General  Officers. 


a 

p 

2 


C3 
o   ■ 

IS 


a 
o 

u  ea 
eO  at 

o  a 


o 

|8 


1.  Abbotsford    &    N.    B 

2.  Ahunpee   &   Western 

3.  Chicago;  MIlw.  &   St.   Paul.... 

4.  Chicago    &    Northwestern 

5.  Chicago,  S.   P.,  M.  &  O 

6.  Chicago,  Burlington  &   Q 

7.  Chicago,  L.   S.  &  E 

8.  Chicago  &  r^rfike  Superior 

9.  ChlcagOt^  Harvard  &  G.  L 

10.  Chippewa   Valley   &  Northern. 

11.  Drummond  &  S.  W 

12.  Duluth.  South  Shore  &  A 

13.  Falrchild    &    N.    E 

14.  Great     Northern 

15.  Green  Bay   &  Western 

16.  Hawthorne.    Neb.    &    Sup'r 

17.  Hazelhursrt    &   S.    E 

18.  Illinois     Contra' 

19.  lola    &    Northern 

20.  Kewaunee.  (J.  B.  &  Western.. 

21.  Lalce   Sup'r  Term,    &   Trans... 

22.  Marinette.   Tomahawk  &  W... 

23.  Mpls.  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M 

24.  Northern     Pacific 

25.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry 

28.  Stanley,  MorrSll  &  P 

27.  Winona   Bridge  Ry 

28.  Wisconsin    &    Mich 

29.  Whitcomb    &   Morris 

SO.  Wisconsin    Central 

31.  Bayfield,  I^ke  S.  &  W 


Total 


19 

37 

29,838 

39.706 

6,310 

35,045 

1,284 

4 

26 

8 

22 

1,750 

26 

26,585 

388 

39 

151 

31,1161 

71 

68 

48 

49 

6.224 

24,034 

18 

107 

11 

170 

4 

4,018 

19 


206.664 


4,576 

10,937 

9,250,686 

10,312,411 

1,985.638 

11,473,901 

434,437 

1.304 

6.719 

2,111 

6,487 

606.2S2 

8.339 

6.827.876 

107,358 

10.729 

3,6961 

10.334,3901 

1,888 

17.014 

19.545 

18,701 

1.375,668 

7,102.039 

4,257 

33,248 

2,191 

56,277 

1,226 

1,182,829 

4,906 


60.201,665 


18.241  55 

19.849  64 

19,918.108  03 

22,240,598  22 

4.310.745  21 

23,403.352  85 

976,901  84 

1.986  00 

13,099  47 

4.315  78 

9,339  59 

1,207,340  72 

14.522  13 

11,840,536  83 

194,975  72 

24.340  80 

7.401  04 

20,643,456  17 

3.184  62 

27.868  80 

46.179  32 

24,609  04 

2,815,437  17 

16,473.926  08 

9.606  78 

57.044  00 

2.730  931 

99.8n96 

2,226  00 

2.489.668  U 

10,256  34 


126.801.734  44 


II 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 


1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 


80 
81 
16 
16 
17 
04 
25 
61 
93 
04 
70 
99 
56 

oa 

82 
2  26 
2  01 
99 
69 
64 
36 
80 
06 

as 

26 
72 
28 
74 
82 
10 
09- 


208 


648 


EePOBT    of    the   BAIUEtOAD    COMMISSION. 


EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES, 
Employes  and  Balaries  iMiid  by  the  seTeral  railroads  doing  basioess  In  Wisconsin 


Name  of  Compaoy. 


General  Officers. 


£ 

B 


OB 


o  • 

M    0 


£ 


e 
o 

•5- 

flB  a 


J^2 


SB 

Is 


Other  offioera  and  General 
Oflke  Clerks. 


a 


a 
o 

h  OB 

«  a 


1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  P.. 

Chicago   &   Northwestern 

Chicago,  St-  Paul,  Min.  &  O... 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

Illinois   Central    

Chippewa  River  &  Northern... 
Drummoiid  &  Southwestern... 
Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern 

Great  Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nobag.  &  Sup 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  — 

lola  &   Northern 

Kewaunee.  G.  Bay  &  Western. 
I^ke  Sup.  Term.  &  Trans.  Co. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W... 

MIn  ,  St.  P..  &  S.  Ste.  M 

Northern    Pacific 

Northwestern  Coal   Ry.   Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.... 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Whitcomb  &  Morris 

Wisconsin  Central  I 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern | 

Total  (30  roads  reporting) ....  I 


29f 

311 

148 

5 

1 

56 


150 

14,961 

8.7(>4 

11.315 

64,020 

1,565 

365 

20,515 


$600 
318,155 
304,748 
156,396 
740.366 
17,649 
1,200 
370,327 


00|$4  00 
06  21  26 
30|34  77 
23113  82 
5613  71 


96 
00 


11  27 
3  28 


1118  0b 


19 
5 

20] 
6, 


5,363 
936 

6, 4601 
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2.336 
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4 

2 
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2 
3 
1 
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74,196  77 
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1.486 
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211.798 
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800 
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84 
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80 
36 
00 
42 
69 
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WHOLE  LINE,  1906. 
as  reported  to  the  Ballroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906,  for  whole  line 


Station  Agents. 

Other  Station  Men. 

Engineers. 
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1,981,642  35 
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1.825 
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4 
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66,366 
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13 
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337,638 
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3  00121 
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76.408 

306.752  92 
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413.638  29 
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1,117 

376,102 
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4  55  23 
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2 

655 

2,185  87 
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64.534 
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2  30 
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28 
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340 
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2 
,  8,603 

554 

2,084  64 

3  76130 

6,027 

2.057,616 

$4,100,209  64 

19,367 

6,011,686 

$10,350,072  97 

I 

'172 

2.933,253 

$12,106,469  17 
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Report  or  the  Railroad  Commissiox. 


EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES, 


Name  of  CompaDy. 


Firemen , 


Cond  actors* 
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1.  Abbotsford    &    Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee    &    Western 

3.  Ch!..  Milw.  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago    &    Northwestern... 

5.  C,  St.  P.,  M.   &  O 

6.  Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy.... 

7.  Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  E... 

8.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior... 

9.  Illinois -Central    ; 

10.  Chip.   RlTer  &  Northern 

11.  Drummond   &    Southwestern 

12.  Duluth,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic... 

13.  Fairchild   &    Northeastern... 

14.  Great    Northern     

15.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

16.  Hawthorne,  N'ebag.  &  Sup.. 

17.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern. 
IS.  lola    &    Northern 

19.  Kewaunee,  Green  B.  &  W... 

20.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  Transfer — 

21.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

22.  MpoIIs.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

23.  Northern  Pacific  

24.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry 

25.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 

26.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan ] 

27.  Whitcomb  &  Morris 

28.  Wisconsin  Central   

29.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern... 

Total  (30  roads  reporting). 
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778,466  74  8  70 

11.723  04|2  75 

2,946  84]3  00 

633  2912  26 


1,800  00  2  76 
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:i.966,040 


8.640  00 


169.330  60 
1.699  86 


$7,449,910  60 


3  70 

3  75 
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3  78 
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WHOLE  LINE,  1906— Continued. 


Other  TraiumeD. 

Maohinistfl. 

Carpenters. 
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EMPLOYES  AND  SALARIES, 


Other  Shopmen. 


Name  of  Company 
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com 
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Section  Foramen. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Abnapee  &  Western 

8.  Chicago,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul.. 
4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 
6.  C,  St  P..  M.  &  O 

6.  Chicago,  Burl.  &  Qulncy.. 

7.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern.. 

8.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior, 

9.  Illinois    Central    

10.  Chip.  River  &  Northern... 

11.  Drummond  &  S.  Western.. 

12.  Duluth.  S.  Shore  &  Ati.... 
13l  Fairchlld   &  Northeastern. 

14.  Great    Northern    

16.  Green   Bay  &  Western 

16.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

17.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

18.  lola  &  Northern 

19.  Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  West.. 

20.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Co 

21.  Marinette,  Tom.  &  West.. 

22.  Mpolts.  St.   P.  &   S.  S.  M. 

23.  Northern  Pacific  

24.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.   Co 

25.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 
26w  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

27.  Whitcomb  &  Morris 

28.  Wisconsin  Central   

29.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 

Total  (29  roads  reporting) 
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$4,443,170  76 
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17 
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WHOLE  LINE,  1906-Contiiiued. 


Other  Trackmen . 
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44 
50 


1 
1 

1.961 

2,268 

302 

1,665 

370 


365 
365 
613.793 
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501  50 

30  2  39i 
02  2  36: 
12  2  70' 
48  2  29 
86  2  81; 


675'    211.2751    $487,410  42 


829 

255 

1,106 

11 


262,9:» 

79.8151 

403.690 

3,417 


614.437  96 

179,784  24 

857,119  43 

5,571  Ci 


■  U 
2 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

2  10  12 

113 
2  3014 


2  31 
2  34 
2  25 
2  12 
1  63 


8,236 
8 

19 

475 

14 

13,776 

101 

5 

1 


2,286,526 
2,400 
.6,859 
150,685 
8,824 
2,276,710 
20.545 
1,439 
170 


2.845.374 

3,680 

8.986 

230.147 

3,496 

3,513,944 

29,790 

2,519 

276 


63|1 
001 
81 


45 
83 
47 
09 
59 
12 


29 
60 
51 
56 
27 
54 
45 
75 
62 


661 


246,144 


362,019  47  1  47 1   764  244,637|   528,360  87 


2  16 


1 
34 

1 

126 

15 

3 


228 

12,232 

365 

48.185 
4.648 
1,098 


340  911 

16.403  50  1 

647  501 

74,800  401 

8,134  36  1 

2,032  49  1 


491 
34 1 

50, 

&d| 
751 
85 


62   21,302|   44,653  75 


6c6 

4' 


164,207t      377.730  04 


17 

12 

19 

1,662 

9,960 

8 

106 

36 

1 

813 

—] 

69.127 


4.540 

3,156 

4,990 

329,863 

2,064,751 

1,000 

10.330 

10,900, 

300| 

173.8031 

11.8141 


6.356 

6.305 

7.484 

473,370 

2,987.925 

1,628 

16.620 

16,380 

450 

240.408 

18.804 


18]  1  40 
4111 
141 
401 


88 
77 
00 
00 
00 
38 
12 


68 
50 
44 
45 
63 
60 
50 
50 
38 
59 


13499,135l$19,248.800  9811  43 


1 
2 


30 

255 

2 


2 


312 

722 

2.348 


497  25  1  59 

1,080  001  50 
4.349  4711  86' 


8.708    12.689  12  1  46 
96,149,   150,630  87!l  57 
8041    1,377  16171 


720!    1.080  00|1  66 


131 

782 


83   30,4951   40,442  67ll  33 
I 


7,686 


2,668,760  $5,712,065  74!2  23 
I  I 


133 


1,245 


2,490  00 


2  00 


45.560 
260,127 


720 


39,942 


600  00 
660  00 


2  00 
181 


94.866  65 
661,666  59 


2  08 


16 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

99 


1,500  00 


78.288  54 


2  51T23 
24 

....|25 

2  16  26 
27 

1  96  28 
29 


5.412  1,739,502  $3,925,130  1612  23 

! Zl L 
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Bepobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


SALARIES  AND  EMPLOYES, 

DiBtrlbntlon 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  Employ  ees  and 
Lb  borers. 

« 

General  Administration. 

CO              I 

>*        1              a 

1      _ 

• 

a 

c 

CD 

0 

ea 

5* 

o    . 

«  S 

^  ft 

• 

. 

(8« 

'o  S 

b 

w^ 

2^  S 

» t 

b 

t'O 

eS 

9  o 

5 

ss 

^g 

5| 

£ 

££ 

j:& 

?& 

B 

25 

53 

II 

6 

s 

1° 

«a 

18 

£  s 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago  ft   Northwestern.. 
6.  Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O.. 

6.  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Q.. 

7.  Chi.,    Lake   Shore   &    East 

8.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior.. 

9.  Illinois    Central 

10.  Chippewa  River  &  N 

11.  Drummond    &    Southwest. 

12.  Duluth,  South   Shore  &  A 

13.  Falrchlld    &    Northeastern 

14.  Great   Northern 

15.  Green  Bay   &   Western.... 

16.  Hawthorne,  Neb.  &  S 

17.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

18.  lola  &  Northern 

19.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W 

20.  I^ke  Super'or  T.   &  T [ 

21.  Marinette,  Tomah'k  &  W.f 

22.  Mpls.,  St.  P.,  &  S.  S.  M.., 

23.  Northern   Pacific 

24.  Northwestern    Coal 

26.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

26.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

27.  Wisconsin    &   Mlchiipan.... 

28.  Whltcomb  &  Morris 

29.  Wisconsin   Central 

30.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


1 

7,451 

5.518 

808 

6,134 

115 

1 

4,798 

1 


312 

2.332,163, 

1,418,516 

251.339 

1.696.942 

38.582 

365 

1.697,695 

300 


183 

20 

3,109 

21 


1 
1 

28] 
1 


62,085 

3.219 

621,657 

2,417 


1720 

6.185.488 

2,946,757 

515,834 

3,629.560 

74,360 

467 

2,911,206 

646 


00230 
85|2  22 
73|2  09 
43!2  06 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 


29 
15 
00 
94 
00 


129,928  41 

4.726  19 

1.247.458  27 

3,626  66 


1,666 

2.536 

2 


5 
90 


Total   (30  roads  reporting) 


792 
3 


32,119 


147 

8! 

7.3751 

3661 


342  24 

12  07 

11.061  96 

600  00 


396.494. 
930.019 

428 


1.487 
9,360 


163.841 
612 


9,544,728 


762.906  00 

1.828.486  13 

764  74 


26 


93 
261 

VI  i 
16i 


09 
46' 
2  Oil 
160' 


2  33 
1  51 
1  t>0 
137 


2,198  22 
15.637  62 


90 
96 


179 


148 
166 


291.989  39,1  iS 
1.174  49|1  92 


2 

4 

689 

886 

133 

2.484 

39 

1 

686 


1 

87 

6 

907 

6 


6 
7 
3 

273 
1,436 
2 
4 
1 
14 
1 

149 
6 


$19,664.818  77  2  061  7,731 


180 

667 

220,233 

271.371 

48,077 

786.188 

12,207 

366 

202,064 


312 

29,859 

936 

304.664 

1.872 


1.866 

2.580 

990 

91.166 

494.601 

450 

624 

313 

4,471 

200 

61.913 

1.860 


$775 

1.960 

906.920 

938.330 

189.696 

2,342.989 

39,566 

1.200 

666,644 


T 


00*3 
204 


96 
04 
79 
33  3 


00 
57 


I 


200 

99,747 

1.925 

918.280 

12.600 


v» 


00 

46i3 

00|2 

663 

006 


4,400 
6.288 
3.060 
283.251 
1.663.291 
1.600 
3.000 

soo 

is.sn 

200 

183,855 

6.870 


00 
42 


2 


003 


So 
28 
00 
00 
00 
84 
00 
03 
00 


2,628.806  |8.179.U8'B1 


I. 

46 
12 
46 
95 
9& 
24 
28 
30 


64 
34 
06 
01 
73 


36 
OS 
08 
11 
14 
33 
81 
96 
10 
00 
64 
42 


3  23 


Eefobt  of  the  Eailroad  Commission. 
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WHOLB  UNE,  1906— Continued, 
of  tbe  Foregoing. 


Haintenanoe  of  Way  and 
StractareB. 

Maintenance  of  Eqaipment. 

Cond  acting  Traniportation. 

II 

s 

o  . 

• 

a 

•Si 

%1 

• 
0   • 

J 

d 

Is 

1 

i| 

2 

§1 

£ 

s'2 

•>9 

u 

£ 

Nnm 

^1 

|8 

Q 

0 

IS 

1* 

^8 

5" 

% 

39 

5« 

a 

0 

15 

8,397 

$4.813  70 

142 

1  t 

6 

2.029 

$4.260  28 

$ 

210 

1 

19 

5,961 

9.283  50 

156 

2 

701 

$1,314  25 

187 

13 

3.687 

7,388  32 

2  00 

2 

8.726 

2,730,828 

4.826,757  99'1  77 

7,668  2.343.182 

5.006J81  01 

2  14 

16.239 

5,164.010 

11.976,818  94 

2  32 

3 

17,111 

3.787,926 

6.539,474  87 1  73 

3,985 

1,277,666 

2,876.976  94 

225 

19.300 

5,798,325 

14,203.894  15 

2  46 

4 

2,138 

669.194 

1.167,842  31 1  73 

1.294 

406,022 

835.236  10 

206 

3.336 

1.050.408 

2,769,860  03 

2  64 

t> 

12,217 

3.899,788 

6.720,086  97  1  72 

9,254 

2,896,918 

6,463,640  64 

2  23 

14.438 

6.008.258 

12.066,296  26 

2  41 

6 

404 

127.619 

207.612  63  1  63 

407 

136.637 

266.73129 

1  97 

850 

804.360 

793.931  61 

2  61 

7 

2 

678             937  00 
8,263,215   4.780.706  29 

1  40> 

1 

\ 

991 
5,634.585 

1,260  00 
12.606.240  2r 

127 
222 

8 

11.273 

147 

6.168 

1,788,541 

4,111.177  66  2  80 

9 

11          3,3001         5,37f  "X) 

lesti 

... 

|.... 

4 

1,200^          2.565  00 

2  14 

10 

20]         6,1741         9,561  ,i\l  Ib]       A]         'l,m 

8.210  24  2  88 

8 

2.193 

4.37104 

199 

11 

6451      209.6461      338.438  781  61     347:      117,935] 

217,419  00|1  84 

889 

818,642 

739.899  49 

232 

12 

36          6,470 

9,063  98 
4.264,664  70 

140 
159 

9 
11,110 

2.603 
2,636,883 

4.86130 
6.146,487  59 

186 
2  42 

13 

14.923   2.681.618 

4,802 



.1.360,371 

2,756,296  61  2  03 

14 

151        37,845 

67,749  70 

153 

77 

21,715 

40,727  44188 

150 

44.708 

98,182  39 

220 

15 

6          1,714 

.3.152  09 

183 

5 

1.395 

3.348  86  2  40 

22 

6.798 

15,914  89 

2  34 

16 

2             289 

479  96 

166)       1 

147 

342  24282 

11 

1.281 

2.697  88 

2  10 

17 

1              248 

309  99 

1  5« 

^.   . 

6 
29 

1,568 
8,499 

2,767  97 
15,901  98 

1  77 
1  88 

18 

51|       13,995 

20,518  1311  49 

3 

976 

1.620  00  1  66 

19 

13'         3,523|         6.098  96'1  731        61         2,291| 

6,301  41  2  31 

89 

15.74& 

41.290  60 

2  62 

20 

26 

7.174 

10,184  14 

142 

2             720 

1.404  00|1  96 

9 

3.0101         8.910  00:2  96 

21 

2,896 

665,870 

1,104.721  11 

1  66 

1.064       847,626 

707.034  49  2  03 

2.0141      633.560 

1.594.917  53 

2  52 

22 

13,732 

8.140.400 

5,247,097  81 

167 

4.179 

1.860.034 

8.106,872  85|2  80 

9.076 

3.085,806 

8,263,551  45 

2  68 

23 

6 

1.385 

2.417  46 

175 

1 

296 

1,015  9613  46 

10 

3,110 

7,921  43 

2  5b 

24 

113 

12,579 

20.100  00 

160 

14 

4.122 

8,880  00  2  16 

41 

13,600 

27.515  00 

2  02 

25 

5 

1.487 

2.198  22 
27.067  50 

1  48 
1  63 

26 

60        17,664 

82 

9.140 

18,691  08|2  04 

90 

29,671 

66.158  17 

2  22 

27 

2             600 

975  Od 
494,042  18 

162 
161 

1 

2 

2,011 

626 
648.429 

1.260  00 
1,546.607  89 

2  04 
2  17 

28 

1,472      305,597 

771 

244.617 

483,020  87|1  98 

29 

631       13.700        22.694  12 1  66 

1 

1.... 

17 

4,331 

9,876  20 

■  ■  •  p 

30 

3.996 

1 

1 

86.128  21.619.S44 

I35.894..t»3  67 
1 

166 

12.810,068 

t2$,916,041  96 

;2i9 

1 

94.708^20.328.906172,931.676  65 
1                 i 

L 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


SALARIES  AND  EMPLOYES,  WHOLE  LINE,  1906-ContInued. 

Totals. 


Total  iDcludiag  GeDoral  Officers^ 

in 

• 

a 

• 

cs 

0 

^2 

Name  of  Company. 

'd 

o   . 

cS 

t}  S 

u 

k'O 

«  s 

c5 

£ 

£S 

r& 

§& 

B 

a 

°  ^ 

Tota 
cona 

1. 

9 

^  • 

3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
26. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee    &    Western 

Chicago,   Milwaukee  &   St.   Paul..\ 

Chicago   &   Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &    Omaha 

Chicago.   Burllnj;ton  &   Qulncy 

Chicagjo',    Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

Illinois    Central 

Chippewa    River   &  Northern 

Dniuimond    &    Southwestern 

Duluth,  South   Shore  &  Atlantic 

Falrchild   &   Northeastern 

Great    Northern 

Green   Bay   &   Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon   &  Superior 

Ilazelhurst   &  Southeastern 

lola    &    Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake    Superior   Terminal    &   Transfer.. 
Marinette.   Tomahawk  &  Western 


Minneapolis.  St.  P.,  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern     Pacific 

Northwestern    Coal 

Stanley,    Merrll    &    Phillips 

Winona    Bridge   Ry.    Co 

Wisconsin     &    Michigan 

Whitcomb    &    Morris , 

Wisconsin    Central 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total    (30    roads    reporting), 


I 

23 

38 

33,211 

41,282 

6,9ul 

38.393 

1,700 

6 

33.028 

15 

33 

1,968 

60 

31,742 

384 

33 

14 

7 

89 

65 

40 

6,237 

28,423 

19 

172 

6 

186 

5 

4,403 

86 


5,606 

10,916 

10,458,253 

11,135,288 

2,172,701 

12,590.152 

579,813 

2.034 

10,888,395 

4.500 

9.791 

676.082 

10.009 

6,883,526 

106.136 

9,907 

1.717 

1.816 

26.335 

24.1391 

11,894 

1.737,722 

8,070,741 

5.239 

30,925 

1,800 

€0,946 

1.426 

1,260,416 

19,891 


$9,918  98 

19,946  07 

22,717,278  14 

24,5o6,676  92 

4,952,634  48 

27,592,962  36 

1,307,840  86 

3,397  00 

22,064,667  78 

7.940  00 

17,342  06 

1,395,504  72 

15,860  28 

14,084,728  55 

209,259  53 

22,415  84 

3,520  08 

3,077  96 

42,630  11 

57,979  39 

23,548  14 

3,689,924  48 

18,170,813  39 

12,864  86 

59,495  00 

2,498  22 

125,794  59 

2,435  00 

2,707,525  97 

38,940  32 


$176 


228,5591    66,787,110   $143,921,231  06 


1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 
2 

2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 


83 

17 

21 

28 

19 

26 

67 

03 

54 

77 

06 

58 

06 

97 

26 

06 

69 

68 

40 

99 

12 

25 

45 

92 

39 

06 

71 

17 

96 


$2  16 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


657 


SALARIES  AND  EMPLOYES.  WHOLE  LINE,  1906-Contliiued. 

Totals. 


Name  of  Company. 


TotaL 
Ezolnding  (Jeneral  Officers. 


JS 

s 

p 
2 


o  . 
S5^ 


c 

CD  <8 

O  « 


1- 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  

2.  Abnapee  &  Western  

8.  Cblcaffo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

4.  Cblcagx)  &  Northwestern    

6.  Obi.,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

6.  ChicaflTO,   Burlington   &   Quincy    

7.  ChicafiTo,   Lake  Shore  &  Eastern   

9.  Cblcagro  &  Lake  Superior  

9.  Illinois  Central   

10.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

11.  Drummond   &   Southwestern   

12.  Duluth,   South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

13.  Faircbild  &  Northeastern  

14.  Great  Northern  

15.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

16.  Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  &  Superior   . 

17.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  

18.  lola  &   Northern    

19.  Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western   .... 

20.  Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer.. 

21.  Marinette,    Tomahawk   &   Western    ... 
^Z.  Minneapolis.  St.  P.,  &  S.  Ste.  Marie. 

23.  Northern    Pacific    

2i.  Northwestern    Coal    

25.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

2S.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

27.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan   

28.  Whitcomb  &  Morris   

20.  Wisconsin    Central    

80.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Total  (30  roads  reporting)   


86 

88,170 

41,243 

6,870 

88.246 

1,605 

5 

82,972 

15 

83 

46 

31,722 

879 

88 

14 

7 

84 

68 

89 

0,225 

28,878 

18 

168 

6 

177 

4 

4,891 

82 


,101 


6,606 

10,786 

10,448,288 

11,129,5^ 

2,161,899 

12,536.182 

578,248 

1,699 

10,867,890 

4,500 

9,791 

670,719 

9,073 

6,877,086 

104,576 

9,907 

1,717 

1.816 

23,770 

28.400 

11.529 

1,783,819 

8,054,931 

5,069 

30.301 

1,800 

58,035 

1.226 

1,246.096 

18,651 


66,629,260 


#0  fiifi  oa 

19,346  0} 

22,899,123  06 

24,253,928  62 

4,796,838  25 

26,862,596  81 

1,290,190  90 

2,197  00 

21,604,340  67 

7,940  00 

17,342  00 

1,846,754  72 

13,925  28 

13,999,762  82 

197,850  53 

22,415  81 

3,&»  08 

3,077  06 

38,  m  11 

57,319  £9 

21,749  14 

S,618,4n  ;4 

17,860.522  63 

11,954  86 

56,496  00 

2.498^ 

115,694  60 

2,235  00 

9,638.329  20 

83,440  82 


$141,821,746  87 


|1  76 

1  80 

2  14 
9  18 
2  28 
2  14 
223 
1  40 
200 


I 
1 


54 

77 


2  01 


1  53 

2  08 

1  89 

2  26 
2  05 

09 
63 
2  45 
1  89 


1 
1 


2 

2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 


09 
22 
36 
86 
88 
90 
82 
11 
79 


$2  12 
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WISCONSIN  PASSE)NGEiB  TRAFFIC  AND  TRAIN  MILBAGB  AS  REIPORTBD 

JUN£ 

Passenger 


Nam*  of  Company. 

Number  of 

passengers 

carried, 

earning 

reyenue. 

Number  of 

paasengers 

carried  one 

mile. 

Average 
distance 
can  led. 

Total 

passenger 

revunue. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

8.  Chi..  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

5,828 
37,800 

81.792 
1.285.200 

14.00 
34.00 

$2,943  65 

26,834  93 

8.127.906  00 

3.202.789  66 

1,366.637  11 

4.  Cfaica^  &  Northwestern  ... 

5.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 
0.  Chi..   Burlinkton  &  Qulncy^ 

5.165,942 
1,293.125 

158,771,919 
58.680.763 

30.78 
40.49 

7.  Illinois  Central   

88,882 

85,207 

171,517 

4,425 

200,054 

912 

1,281 

7,514 

47,051 

14,749 

258,686 

249,995 

4,600 

1,008,873 

31,088 

1,512.172 

4.5(22.034 

8,743,924 

88,950 

4,868,007 

22.800 

11.868 

35,310 

1,082,895 

114,306 

12.860,300 

0,396,667 

117,989 

53,074,521 

9U,082 

18.08 
68.02 
21.83 
18.90 

m.si 

25.00 

^.24 

4.70 

21.95 

7.75 

50.00 

25.70 

21.00 

50.90 

19.69 

31,981  23 

98,010  31 

83,453  74 

8,861  17 

119.783  19 

263  00 

448  54 

1.487  81 

25,443  71 

4,668  16 

800,170  77 

148,194  88 

8,083  96 

1.119,888  28 

13,706  58 

8.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

9.  Great  Northern  

10.  Fairchlld  &  Northeastern... 

11.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

12.  Hawthorne,  Neba^r.  &  Sup.. 

13.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

14.  lola  &  Northern    

15.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
10.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

17.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  H.  Ste.  M. 

18.  Northern  Pacific  

19.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

20.  W isconsin  Central ' 

21.  Wisconsin  Western   

Total    

8,685,963 
19 

307,088,459 
19 

86.0S 
19 

89.072.8rO  66 

Number  of  roads  included.... 

20 

^C.  B.  &  Q.  Ry.  Co.,*does  not  keep  this  information  by  states^ 
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TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF   WISCONSIN   FOR  TBAR  ENDING 
80TH,  1906. 

Traffic. 


Average 
amoant  re* 
eeived  from 
each  pas- 
senger. 

Average  re- 
ceipts per 
passenger 
per  mile. 

Total 
passenger 
earnings. 

Pa^Feoger 
earniogs 
per  mile 
of  road. 

Passenger 

earnings 

ptsr  train 

mile. 

1 
Miles  mn  | 
by  pas-     1 
senger 
trains. 

So, 

^.50559 
.70990 

90.09601 

.Q208H 

18,674  05 

32,384  73 

4,823,826  16 

8,882,451  41 

1,587,812  43 

1243  35 

952  49 

2.508  23 

2,182  SI 

2,134  01 

90.38U74 

.75764 

1.20777 

1.01«10> 

1.0119^ 

I 

2 

3,272,398 
3,605,499 
1,818,697 

a 

.61908 
.10760 

.02W7 
.02315 

4 

5 

6 

.88007 
1.48009 

.48660 
.75960 

.00112 
.02702 
.06929 
.04008 
.02463 
.01100 
.08946 
.04218 
.02468 
.04085 
.02835 
.02365 
.08107 
.02109 
.02243 

47,819  57 

llT,«a  99 

96,266  28 

4,906  01 

145,689  72 

263  00 

644  90 

1,767  68 

80,415  05 

5,647  90 

890,796  81 

178,382  17 

8,608  17 

1,865,788  91 

23.947  88 

528  71 

1,060  47 

2,547  U 

150  49 

647  51 

10  10 

58  63 

870  10 

«8  75 

129  08 

1,096  80 

1,2»8  51 

69  96 

1.628  44 

460  80 

.54180 

.67WI2 

1.27230 

71,740 

149, 6»4 

75.609 

7 

8 

9 

10 

.59876 
.25000 

.60461              139,540 

11 
12 

.86487 

.06248 

.19021 
.63100 
.270R8 
.91466 
.95394 

13 

.19601 

14 

.54077 

15 

.81650 

16 

1.16000 
.69Sr79 
.66920 

240.233 
158.025 

17 
19 
19 

1.11550 
.44168 

.91848 
.78141 

1.460.015 

20 

21 

$0.79760 
10 

8&.02127 
19 

$12,289,143  79 
20 

91,918  68 
23 

91.16S10 
17 

10,986,380 
10 
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WISCONSIN   FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  AND  TRAIN   MII/EAGD  AS  RBPORTBD 

ENDING 

Freight 


Name  of  Company. 

Namber 
of  tons 
carried 

of  freight 
earning 

revenae. 

Namber  of 
tons  car- 
ried one 
mile. 

Average 

distance 

haul  of 

one  ton — 

miles. 

Total 

freight 

reyenue. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

2.  Ahnapee  &   Western   

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

60,050 
61,86A 

887,0;;S 
2.108,410 

14.77 
34.00 

$23,504  78 

30,»9  73 

10,930, 9t57  48 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern^  .. 

5.  Chi..  St.  P..  Mpla.  &  O.... 

6.  Chi . .  Ij.  S.  &  ElaBtern  

7,474,053 

3,529,400 

666,946 

138,013 

46,966 

974,844 

8,8»,307 

69,881 

994,554 

319,738 

196,428 

13.880 

179,338 

96,426 

1,809,»» 

1,803,299 

183,866 

4,089,390 

46,899 

1,060.599,6018 
510,627,861 

138.00 
144.68 

9,433.985  76 

3,680,419  59 

59,939  33 

7.  Illinois  Central    

4,094,509 

4a».6BO 

10,091,616 

in  ,674,994 

612,205 

30.988.794 

8.799.795 

751.174 

65,296 

5,121,786 

1,427,177 

310,871,915 

29,flf»,HJf5 

9.975,804 

687,985,799 

1,798,687 

30.79 
10.00 
69.21 
19.45 
9.19 

100.60 

26.00 

5.94 

4.7D 

28.56 

14.50 

169.00 
16.45 
14.00 

158.04 
88.18 

63,888  60 

8.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

9.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic  ... 
10.  Great  Northern  

14.768  99 
155.808  18 
965,625  93 

11.  Fnlrohlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

12.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

13.  Hawthorne,  Nebag^.  &  Sup. 

14.  Hnzelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

15.  lola  &  Northern  

30,639  78 

4^,318  06 

47,886  69 

89,759  74 

6,674  89 

16.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

17.  Marinette,    Tomahawk   &  W 
Id.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 

19.  Northern    Pacific    

90.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 
21.  Wisconsin   Central    

86,089  38 

45.516  66 

1,409.176  2B 

839,641  66 

199,548  30 

4,184,709  41 

22.  Wisconsin  Western  

45,569  56 

Total    

30,189,697 
21 

9,7r8,389,00e 
91 

09.05 
21 

$39,226,781  91 

Number  of  railroads  included 

99 

Proportional. 
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TO    THB    RAILrROAD    COMMISSION    OF    WISCONSIN    FOR    THE    YEAR 
JUNE  30TH.  Ifl05. 

Traffic. 


Average 
amount  re- 
ceived for 

eaoh  ton 
of  freight. 

Aversge 

receipts  per 

ton  per 

mile. 

Total 

freight 

earnings. 

Freight 

earnings 

per  mile 

of  road. 

Freight 

(tamings 

per  train 

mile. 

Miles  ran 

by 
freight 
trains. 

No. 

$0.3929] 
.4906£' 

fO.8059 
.0144.' 

$23,504  78 

30,349  7? 

11,006,372  )X. 

9.466,199  68 

3,690,430  11 

50,989  83 

54,127  00 

14,768  iU 

15r,679  63 

969,810  08 

80,632  73 

4&4,318  06 

47,836  69 

22, 75^  74 

5,674  86 

86,069  38 

45,516  66 

1,471,009  73 

341,  g77  77 

196.546  90 

4.190,896  40 

45,5(5;?  68 

$1,566  38 

8U9  9I 
6,876  66 
5,300  13 
4,916  48 
2,862188 

692  79 

1,805  40 

1,417  96 

25,663  14 

9M9a 
2,019  19 
1,913  46 
2,068  43 
1,207  42 
2,345  OT 
1,0»9  91 
4,137  69 
2,540  71 
2.416  89 
4.9S3  39 

876  71 

|2.50(M9 

.71006 

2.61015 

2.8HK0K 

1.963U9 

.81946 

.68729 

9,427 

1 
8 

4,077.139 
3,656,809 
1.653.695 

8 

LiMBSS 

1.04900 

.07997 

.00915 
.00728 

4 
6 
6 

.40621 

.31450 

.001X3 
.03145 
.00819 
.00662 
.04709 
.01138 
.00544 
.08029 
.08099 
.01681 
.0»189 
.00473 
.01145 
.04010 
.00657 
.02533 

62.249 

7 
8 

.56889 
.10998 
.43895 

.91684 
7.6ai4 

172,169 
127,015 

9 
10 
11 

1.24a») 

.14960 
.1797? 

1.64785 
1.86850 

174,290 
20,800 

12 
13 
14 

.406S5 

.48223 
l,7Hr87 
1.6n826 
1.845tU 

1.96588 

15 

.49CfOO 

16 

.46^14 

17 

.7857D 
.lflH35 

610,495 
145.177 

18 
19 
TO' 

1.00777 

0.OTIO9 
1.39156 

1.994.697 

21 
22 

$0.7O46C 
29 

$0.00764 
21 

$99,387,680  9f> 
U2 

$5,067  7? 

18 

12.706,734 
13 
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PASSBNGEB  AND  FBDIGHT 


Name  of  Company. 

Passengier 

and  freight 

revenue. 

Passenfrer 
aud  freight 

revenue 

per  mile  of 

road. 

PasaeBger 

and  freight 

earnings. 

Passenger 
and  f rei^t 

earnings* 

per  mile  oif 

road. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 
0.  Ahnapee  &   Western   

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &,  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicag-o  &  Northwestern*  .. 

5.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  0 

6.  Chi..  L.  S.  &  Eastern  

$09,638  43 

67,184  05 

14,084,860  4S 

12,036,775  42 

5,038.960  70 

52.939  33 

85.819  8? 

14.768  20 

263,818  44 

1,049.078  97 

33,993  90 

674.101  05 

48,089  50 

23,201  28 

7,162  07 

111.620  09 

50,184  82 

1,769,340  99 

487,836  44 

130,212  2f 

5,303,985  OP 

59.209  IC 

$1,750  60 

640  80 

8,104  06 

7,104  70 

0,770  84 

fS7,288  8S 

60,794  46 

15,880,198  41 

18,848,061  00 

6,200,010  64 

00,900  88 

101,947  47 

14,708  20 

275,003  62 

1,096,060  81 

86,508  74 

000,007  78 

48,089  69 

23,887  04 

7,442  54 

110,487  43 

61,104  60 

1,890,408  54 

615,260  94 

130,240  49 

6,558,080  31 

09,510  41 

$1,708  86 

040  80 

8.886  80 

7,604  98 

7,080  60 

7.  Illinois  Central   

099  9r 

1,U0  60 

8.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

9.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic  . 
10.  Great  Northern   

2,280  64 
28,006  38 
1,090  12 
2.069  70 
1.923  53 
0,109  21 

0,478  46 

28,810  88 

1,079  08 

2,609  70 

11.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

12.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

13.  Hawthorne,   Nobacr-  &  Sup. 

14.  Hazel  hurst  &  Southeastern. 

15.  lola  &  Northern  

8.187  08 

10.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bav  &  W. 

17.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

18.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

19.  Northern  Pacific  

1,168  96 
4,974  83 
3,026  42 
2.486  88 
6.904  50 
1,140  4A 

1.108  94 
6,286  48 
8,828  98 

20.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

21.  Wisconsin  Central  

22.  Wisconsin  Western   

0,487  61 

0,007  38 

.    1,887  81 

Total  (22  roads  reporting 

41,890,652  OC 

$6,508  22 

$44,609,704  13 

$9,960  88 

•  Proportional, 
t  Deficit. 
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TRAFFIC.  ETC.,  WISCONSIN,  ISOS-Continued. 


Qross  earn- 

Income 

Gross  earn- 

ings  from 

Expenses 

locome 

fiom  oper- 

in'gs from 

operation 

Expenses. 

per  mile  of 

from  opera- 

ation per 

No. 

oper  tion. 

per  mile  of 
road. 

road. 

tion. 

mile  of 
road. 

t-^i.^'-ia  ] 

^I,8S2  a 

$18,416  & 

$1,214  77 

$10,120  2ii 

$«J7  5c 

1 

<»,7S4  46 

640  80 

40,964  23 

661  48 

21,770  23 

640  30 

2 

16,888,909  15 

8,919  97 

8,668.866  42 

6.018  06 

6.780.132  78 

8.901  01 

a 

13,384,124  43 

7,624  88 

8,778,146  Vi 

4,986  8S 

4,605,979  81 

2,589  59 

4 

•6,366,iWl  10 

7,197  40 

8.466,953  65 

4,668  23 

1,889,267  66 

2,539  17 

6 

£8,01181 

2,866  24 

62,196  04 

8,85109 

t9.188  80 

d 

109,767  96 

1,126  48 

160,628  78 

1,769  12 

t67.867  77 

tess'iJ 

7 

14,768  2St 

1,806  40 

14,232  51 

1,739  91 

636  72 

65  49 

9 

276,060  06 

2,482  62 

888,026  6( 

2.590  17 

♦11,970  64 

tl07  65 

d 

1.106.674  06 

S9,884  8A 

660.77^75 

14,974  76 

666.804  80 

14.710  09 

10 

36,799  79 

1,084  84 

24,567  7b 

744  17 

11,242  OS 

340  66 

11 

600,007  78 

2,666  70 

867,017  66 

1,686  74 

242,990  12 

1,079  96 

12 

48,197  59 

1,927  90 

66,330  94 

2,213  24 

17,133  35 

tl»5  33 

13 

23,40e  44 

2,127  49 

16,481  97 

1,407  46 

7,920  44 

720  04 

14 

7,442  61 

1,583  52 

6,606  06 

1,190  44 

1,847  48 

393  08 

15 

116,497  43 

3,174  32 

62,229  27 

1,095  68 

64,268  16 

1,478  70 

16 

51.210  2^^ 

1,169  9P 

46.605  91 

1.066  85 

4,614  84 

108  13 

17 

1,882,880  87 

5.294  06 

982.824  66 

2.706  74 

900.566  42 

2.688  80 

18 

566,638  93 

4,203  62 

475, 8nR  34 

3,5:^  9i) 

89,835  59 

667  62 

19 

133,046  89 

2,540  97 

82,009  91 

1,566  27 

51,085  48 

407  96 

20 

6,562,851  64 

6,612  29 

8,716,904  72 

4,418  10 

1,845,946  82 

2,194  19 

21 

69,510  41 

1,387  61 

86.406  79 

700  63 

83.103  62 

636  98 

22 

$44,869,378  60 

^,083  77 

$27,878,562  70 

$4,370  27 

$16,990,816  80 

$2,668  60 

•  •  •  ■ 

664 


Kepoet  of  the  Raileoad  Commission. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC. 

Train 


Name  of  Company. 


Miles  ran 
by  patjsea- 
get  trains. 


1. 

2. 

S. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 


Abbotsford 

Ahnapee  & 

Chicago, 

Chieagro 

Chicago, 

Chicago 

Chicago, 

Dulnth, 

G  reen    Bay 

Hawthorne, 


&    N  ortheasteru 

Western    

Milwaukee  &   St.    Paul.. 

&    Northwestern 

St.    P.,    Mpls  &  Omalmi 

&    Lake    Superior 

Lake  Shore  &  Eastern... 
South  Shore  &  Atlantic  .. 

&   Western 

Nebagamon     &     Sup. 


Hazelhurst   &    Southeastern. 

lola    &    Northern    

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western. 
Minn.,    St.    P.  &  Sault  Ste.   M.... 

Northern    Pacific    

Great    Northern    

Wisconsin    Central    

Wisconsin    Western    


Total     

No.    of   railroads    Included. 


3,279,398 

3,505,499 

1,318,697 

71,740 


149,604 
139,540 


240,233 

153,025 

75,609 

1,460,015 


10,.S86.a60 
«13 


Miles  run 

by  freight 

trains. 


0,427 


4,077  139 

3,656.809 

1,653,535 

62,249 


172.189 

174,292 

20.800 


610.495 

145,177 

127,045 

1,994,597 


12,708.784 
•18 


Miles  ran 

by  mixed 

trains. 


42  744 
307,600 
315,454 
£50,.Y78 

16,500 


101.412 
4,800 
12,300 
11,768 
43,143 
20,396 

187,018 

28,728 

40 

96.992 

32,742 


1,407,088 
*18 


1  Proportional. 

«  Eight  railroads  report  no  passenger  train  mileage: 
»  Six  railroads  report  no  freight  train  mileage. 
*  Two  railroads  report  no  mixed  train  mileage. 
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WISCONSIN,  1905.— Continued. 
Mileage. 


Total 
milenfre 
earnioff 
income. 

Miles 

run  by 

switching 

traiuii. 

Miles 
run  by  con- 
struction 
and  other 

trains. 

Grand 

total  train 

mteaKe. 

Mileaire 

of  loaded 

freiff lit  cars 

south  or 

west. 

Mileaire 

of  loaded 

freight  cars 

sontb  or 

west. 

No. 

9,427 

9.42/ 

3.212 

36,551 

1 

42,744 

2 

7.667,137 
7,477,762 
3.222  610 

3 

2,568,709 
571,052 

3,193 
168,872 

9,119 

811,293 

141,780 

4,423 

*  'i6'.847".764 

3.935.442 

157,111 

168,872 

354.664 

415.244 

38.000 

32.300 

11.768 

48.148 

33,791,561 

36,154.113 

4 
5 

150,496 

269,320 

286.937 

6 
7 

321.773 
415,244 

23,772 

1.105,400 

1,391,469 

4,500 

5.240 

2.845 

141,559 

395.084 
1,307.508 
138,142 
106.632 
4,080 
166,241 

8 
9 

25.600 
12,300 

8,500 

4.500 
20.000 

10 
11 

11,768 

1? 

48.148 

13 

20.398 

6.404 

26.802 

1.061,269 

340,050 

225.808 

4,391.978 

32,742 

14 

1,037,746 

23.523  ' 
13.120 
23.109 
371,952 

9.673,314 
824.336 

3.003.637 

19.990,423 

120.940 

9,562.281 

1,417.357 

954.730 

15 

326,930 

16 

202,699 

17 

3,481,604 
32,742 

488.422 

21,382,866       ^6 
87.149       19 

i 

1 

1 

24,497.127 

18 

1 1 

Totals  omitted  on  account  of  the  Incompleteness  of  reports. 
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PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC^ 

'  CAR  MILEAGE* 


Name  of  Comi>any. 


Uilemge  of 

empty  freight 

can  north 

or  eaat. 


Mileace  of 

empty  freight 

ears  south 

or  west. 


Averace 
number  of 
freight  ears 

in  train. 


1.  Abbotsfor^    &   NortheasterD 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  Chica^«  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul.... 

4.  Chicago  &   Northwestern 

5.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mln.  &  Omaha. 

6.  Chicago,,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern... 

7.  Illinois  Central   

8.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

9.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic... 

10.  Palrchild  &  Northeastern 

11.  Green  Bay   &  Western 

12.  Hawthorne,   Nebasamon  &  Sup.... 

13.  Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern 

14.  lola  &  Northern 

15.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western. 

16.  Marinette.    Tomahawk   &   Western 

17.  Mpolis.,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  S.  Marie 

18.  Northern    Pacific    

19.  Stan'ey,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

20.  Great   Northern    

21.  Wisconsin   Central    

22.  Wisconsin   Western    


34,747 


15.888,849 


Total 


146,003 


214.580 


280.263 

140.284 

106.632 

2,190 

66,613 


1,796,646 
647,916 


267,576 

8,929.443 

16,388 


1,606 


13,896,038 


92,134 
9121639' 


'309' 


311,S 

4.600 

6,240 

975 

22,266 


1,730,866 
669.(343 


2.275,716 

7,106,906 

60,992 


8.00 


26.09 


10.06 


23.96 
18.00 


29.00 
19.28 


61.16 

28.40 

8.41 


Totals  omitted  on  account  of  the  incompleteness  of  rex>ort8. 
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WISCONSIN,  1905— ConUnued. 
TONNAGE,  ETC. 


Ayeraffe 
naxnber  of 
loaded  cars 

in  train. 

Ayeraffe 
number  of 
empty  cars    • 

in  train. 

Ayeraffe 

numb'tr  of 

tons  of  freitrht 

in  train. 

Ayeraffe  num- 
ber of  tond  of 
f  reiffht  in  each 
loaded  car. 

1 

Mileaffa 
upon 
which 
based. 

No. 

4.00 

4.00 

94.00 

22.00 

15.16 

84.00 

1,526.23 

1,778.66 

744.06 

18.66 

91.31 

8.18 

1U.20 
33.00 

226.00 
25.00 
11.00 
4.70 
36.70 
43.77 

355.66 

134.56 
52.36 
37.79 

841.29 
51.97 

1 
2 

1 

3 

17.61 

7.48 

259.45 
1 

14.73 

4 

5 

..         .        .                    .,              ^      ............ 

1 

6 

7.06 

3.02 

61.61 

7.31 

7 
g 

8.71 

1 

6.56 

110.4S 

12.68 

9 

10 

;;:;;:::::;::;:::;i:::::::::::::::::: 

11 

11.89 
9.C0 

12.06 
9.00 

160.00 
61.00 

17.50 

7.00 

12 
13 
14 

;•■;■;;;;•;;••) 

15 

16 

24.00 
12.S9 

4.00 
6.37 

389.80 
170.61 

16.16 
13.24 

17 
18 
19 

31.15 

20.47 

6.35 

20.01 
7.93 
2.06 

1,350.81 

315.24 

54.93 

43.37 

15.40 
8.64 

20 
21 
22 

1 

6,379.14 

Totals  omitted  on  account  of  the  incompleteness  of  reports. 

43— R.  R. 
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RePOET    of    the    B.AILROAB    COMMISSION. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  AND  TRAIN 

As  Reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  tlie 

Pasaenser 


Name  of  Company. 


Nnmber  of 

passengerH 

carried 

earniDflr 

revenae. 


Number  of 

passengers 

carri'*d  one 

mile. 


Average 
distance 
carried. 


Total  pas- 
senger 
reveoQe. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee   &   Western 

8.  C,  M.  &  St.  P 

4.  Chicago   &  Northwestern... 
6.  C,  St.  P.  M.  &  O 

6.  C.   B.   &  Q 

7.  Illinois   Central    

8.  Duluth.   S.   S.  &  Atlantic... 

9.  Falrchlld  &  Northeastern... 

10.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

11.  Great    Northern    

12.  Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

13.  Hnzelhurst,&  Southeastern. 

14.  Tola    &   Northern 

16.  Kewaunee,  Green  B.   &  W. 

16.  Marinette.  Tom.  &  Westfem 

17.  Mpolis..   St.   P.  &  S.  S.    M. 

18.  Northern   Pacific  

19.  Stanley,   Merrill   &   Phlllipsl 

20.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

21.  Wisconsin    Central    

22.  Wisconsin    Western    

23.  Ba3'fle:d.  I^ke  Shore  &  W. 

I- 

Total     I 

No.   of  roads  reporting.) 


6,823 

37,800 

10.864,725 

21,616.303 

2,686,080 

14,674,481 

21,646,601 

664.093 

4,425 

200.064 

4,238,865 

912 

'    1.231 

7,514 

47,051 

14.749 

931,174 

5,142.891 

4.5921 

58.992 

1.164,869 

31.036 

8.832 


83.241.393 
26 


81.972 

1.285,200 

461,490,651 

661,289.753 

132.283(061 

802.357,612 

583.481,895 

31.019.854 

83.960 

4.863,007 

312.597.715 

22.800 

11,368 

36,316 

1,032,895 

114.305 

78.878.949 

488.522.472 

117.936 

1.146,277 

67,058.539 

611.082 

30,912 


3,618.416.511 
26 


14.00 
34.00 
43.36 
30.73 
49.25 
56.06 
26.96 
56.98 
18.90 
24.31 
73.76 
25.00 

9.24 

4.70 
21.96 

7.76 
84.71 
94.99 
25.68 
19.64 
67.57 
19.69 

3.50 


$2,943 

26,834  92 

10,126,967  74 

13,339,713  M 

3,081.664  67 

15.688,766  42 

10,729,826  87 

829,190  22 

3.861  17 

119.78319 

7.383.147  33 

253  00 

448  64 

1.487  81 

25.443  71 

4.668  16 

1,799,034  13 

10.897,765  20 

3.663  96 

34.746  66 

1,341,474  44 

13,706  68 

1.189  20 


26 


43.47 


176.466.069  00 
28 
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MILEAGE  FOR  ROADS  DOING  BUSINESS  IN  WISCONSIN. 

year  ending  June  30,  1905,  for  whole  line. 
Traffic. 


Average 

amount 

received 

from  each 

passenger. 

Average 

receipts  per 

passenger 

per  mue. 

Total  pas- 
senger 
earnings. 

Passenger 
earnings  per 
mile  of  road. 

Passenger 
earnings 
per  traio, 
mile. 

MUes 
run  by  pas- 
senger 
traibs. 

No. 

10.50552 

$0.35591 
.02088 
.02243 
.02017 
.02330 
.01966 
.01839 
.02673 
.04003 
.02463 
.02362 
.01109 
.03946 
.04214 
.02463 
.04085 
.02280 
.02231 
'                .03107 

$3.674  06 

32,884  73 

18,698,137  13 

16,170,625  30 

3,630.262  68 

19,725,280  84 

12,994,732  20 

974,108  80 

4.966  01 

145,689  72 

9,239.973  09 

253  00 

644  90 

1,767  68 

30,^06 

6,647  90 

2.253.866  00 

18,076,376  62 

3.69R  19 

$242  86 

962  48 

1,920  62 

2,182  81 

2,157  60 

2.806  30 

2,970  96 

1.662  84 

150  49 

647  51 

1.860  09 

10  12 

68  63 
376  10 
828  75 
129  04 

1,270  61 
2,400  80 

69  98 
265  23 

1.723  99 

460  so 

$0.38974 
.75764 
1.11718 
1.01600 
1.00083 
1.32178 
1.11580 
1.06096 

.70992 

.97706 

.61998 
1.14727 
1.07645 

.49570 
1.49648 

.75960 

11,112,168 
14,600,600 
3,080,084 
18.606,797 
11,168,880 
896.106 

.59875 

1.74177 

.25000 

.60461 

1.46857 

.05270 

.06243 

.15021 

.63169 

.27688 

1.13912 

1.71247 

189.640 
6,916,888 

10^ 
11 

12 

.36437 

1& 

.19801 

14 

.54077 

is- 

.31650 

le. 

1.93200 

2.11920 

r>5520 

1.454,782 
6,786,799 

IT 
18 

.59606                .03033             38,047  27 

1.15161                .02000        1,684.409  53 

.44163                 .02240.              2a_S47  JW 

.27710 
.73141 

i37;277 

1,762,818 

20 
21 
22 

.13465                .03847 

1,358  92;              339  77 

28 

$.09060.             $.02085 
26        ;              26 

1 

$93,740,165  94          $2,134  88 
26                     26 

$1.3271 
12 

70,560.203 
17 

«  •  •  • 
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PA8SE2N6EB  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  ETC., 

Freight 


Name  of  Company 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 

2.  Ahnapee   ft   Western 

8.  Chicago^  Mil.   &  St.  Fanl 

4.  Chicago    &    Northwestern 

6.  Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minneapo- 
lis ft  Omaha 

6.  Chicago  Bnrlington  ft  Qnincy. 

7.  Chicago,  L.  Shore  ft  Eastern.. 
&  Illinois    Central     

9.  Dmmmond  &  Southwestern 

10.  Dulnth,   S.   Shore  &  Atlantic. 
IL  Fairchiur  &   Northeastern 

12.  Great    Northern    

13.  Green  Bay  ft  Western 

14.  Hawthorne,       Nebagamon       ft 

Superior    

15.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern.... 

16.  lola  ft   Northern 

17.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  West- 

ern     

IS.  Marinette.   Tomahawk   ft   W... 

19.  MpoUs.,  St.   P.   ft  S.  S.   Marie 

20.  Northern    Pacific    

21.  Northwestern    Coal    By.    Co... 

22.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

28.  Wisconsin  ft  Michigan 

24.  Wisconsin  Central    

26.  Wisconsin    Western    

26.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  West. 


Namb<«r'of 
tons  car- 
ried of 
fteiffht 
earniif? 
cevenae. 


60.060 

61,866 

23,803,908 

31.129,661 

6,613,861 

20.399.667 

8,646,368 

23,148.309 

46,958 

2,853.636 

69jS81 

14,806,069 

364,554 

319.738 

126,423 

13,880 

179,338 

98.426 

3,913,161 

13,036,789 

232,421 

348.928 

348.928 

4,213.618 

46,399 

25,098 


Total    , 

No.  of  railroads  included. 


Number  of 

tons  carried 

one  mile. 


887.028 

2.10a»410 

4.061.406,659 

4,292.448,817 

876,412.063 
5,188,962,689 


Average 
distance 
haul  of 
one  ton- 
miles. 


Total 

freight 

reveuue. 


6,559,139.454 

469.5801 

178,924.895 

642,205 

3.783.809,949 

39.938.724 

8.792.795 

751,174 

65.236 

6.121.765' 

1.427,177 

882,474.735 

4.359,664.201 

588.026 

9,061.075 

9.061,075 

740,632.329 

1,798,667 


163.242,762  30,017,090.246 
26  26 


14.77 

34.00 

176.14 

138.00 

156.94 
264.36 


240.16 

10.00 

62.70 

9.19 

225.66 

109.56 

26.00 
5.94 
4.70 

28.66 

14.60 

226.61 

834.41 

2.63 

14.00 

26.96 

175.77 

38.77 


196.84 


r 


$23,694  78 

80.349  73 

36.968.946  47 

39.292,830  47 

8,138,064  67 

43,346,403  78 

3.861,784  70 

32,607,922  17 

14,768  22 

1,679,643  41 

30.632  73 

29,638.762  58 

454,318  06 

47,836  69 

22,752  74 

5,674  86 

86,062  38 

45,616  66 

6,387.247  86 

86.264,128  63 

15.900  86 

126.648  30 

194.915  66 

4,936.219  66 

46,562  68 

8.417  70 


243.274,826  06 
26 
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WHOLE  LINE,  l905.-»-ConUnued. 
Tratflc. 


Average 

amo«  Dt 

received  for 

each  ton  of 

freight. 


Average 
receipts  per 
ton  per  mile. 


Total 

frpight 

earnings. 


$0.392911 

.49068 

1.54347 

1.26223 

1.44964 

2.12486 
.446o4 

1.40865 
.31460 
.58862 
.43835 

2.00180 

1.24620 
.14960 

.17997 
.40885 
.48000 

.46000 

1.63224 

2.78168 

6.84100 

.68780 

.55860 

1.17149 

.98197 

.33S00 


Freipht  . 
eamingM  per 
mile  of  road. 


10.02659 
.01443 

.00881 
.00915 
.00930 

.00835 


.00587 
.08145 
.00939 
.04769 
.00783 
.01138 
.00544 

.03029 

.08699 
.01681 

.03189 

.00724 

.008,^2 

02740 

.04910 

02147 

00666 

.02533 


11.587201 
26   I 


$23,694  78 

30.349  73 

36.035.506  81 

39.427,002  39 

8,138.931  60 

43,416.938  83 

3.861.784  70 

32,748.399  32 

14.768  22 

1.699.531  96 

30.632  73 

29.689,539  82 

464.318  06 

47,836  59 

22.752  74 

5.674  86 

86.082  38 

46.616  66 

6.414.952  90 

36.399.927  75 

15.900  85 

126,548  30 

194.915  66 

4.949,697  49 

46.662  58 

8,417  70 


1^  008101  1343.965.085  41 
26   I       26 


11.666  38 

892  64 

5.052  54 

6.322  13 

4,837  26 

5.076  36 
8,613  90 
7.487  21 
1,806  41 
2,901  17 
928  26 
5.976  77 
2,019  19 
1.913  46 

2.068  43 

1.207  42 
2.846  57 

1,039  91 
3.616  14 
6.848  59' 
1,987  61 
2.416  89 
1.487  90 
6.066  01 
876  71 


16.666  48 
26 


Freiiiht 
earnings 
per  train- 
mile. 


Miles  run 

by  fre  ght 

trains. 


$2.50289 

.71003" 

2.25244 

2.38308 

2.17999 

2.78023 
8.98821 
1.87921 


1.62425 


4.24596 
1.64785 
1.86859 

1.84981 

.48223 

1.78787 

1.69826 
2.24294 
3.06200 


1.56777 
2.11541 
1.39156 


$2.75100 
16 


No. 


9,427 


14.848.678 

16,230,716 

3.186.301 

14.196.894 

429.660 

16.960.494 


1.023,871 


6.616,016 

174,292 

20,800 


2.336,233 
11.046.432 


124.326 
2.312.834 


88.607.468 
16 


1 
2 
3 
4 
6 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 
U 
12 
18 
14 

15 
1ft 
17 

18 
18 
20 
21 

28 
24 
26 
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PASSDNGBR  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  ETC., 

Freight 


Name  of  Company. 


L  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 
2.  Abnapee'  &   Western 

5.  Chicacro,   Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago    &    Northwestern 

6.  Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minneapo- 

lis ft  Omaha 

6.  Chicago  Burlington  ft  Quincy. 

7.  Chicago,  L.  Shore  ft  Eastern.. 

8.  Illinois    Central     

9.  Dmmmond  ft  Southwestern 

10.  Duluth,   S.   Shore  ft  Atlantic. 

11.  Fairchlld'  ft   Northeastern 

12.  Great    Northern    

13.  Green  Bay  ft  Western 

14.  Hawthorne,       Nebagamon       & 

Superior    

15.  Hazelhurst   ft   Southeastern 

18.  lola  ft  Northern 

17.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  West 

ern    

IS.  Marinette.   Tomahawk  ft   W... 

19.  Mpolis..  St.   P.  ft  S.  S.  Marie 

20.  Northern    Pacific    

21.  Northwestern    Coal    Ry.    Co... 

2S.  Wisconsin  ft  Michigan 

28.  Wisconsin  ft  Michigan 

24.  Wisconsin  Central    

25.  Wisconsin    Western    

26.  Bayfield,   Lake  Shore  iV:  West 

Total    

No.  of  railroads  included 


Namb«»rof 
tons  car- 
ried of 
fieiffht 
earniBK 
reveDae. 


60,060 

61.866 

28,303,908 

81.129,661 

5.613,861 

20,399,667 

8,646,368 

23,148,309 

46,968 

2,863.636 

69,881 

14,806.069 

364,664 

319,738 

126.423 

13.880 

179.338 

98.426 

3.913.161 

13,036.789 

232.421 

348.928 

348,928 

4.213.618 

46.399 

25.008 


Number  of 

tons  cfirribd 

one  mile- 


887,028 

2,10a,410 

4.061.408,569 

4,292,448,817 

876.412.063 
6.188,962,689 


Average 
distance 
haul  of 
one  ton- 
miles. 


Tot-al 

freight 

n-veuue. 


6,559,139.454 

469,580 

178,924.895 

642.205 

3.783.809,949 

39.938,724' 


8.792.7951 
751,174 
65.236 

5,121,765' 

1.427,177 

882,474,736 

i.  359. 664, 201 

588,025! 

9,061,075 

9,061.075 

740,632.329 

1.798.667 


158,242.762  30 
26 


,017,090,246 
26 


14.77 

34.00 

176.14 

138.00 

166.94 
264.36 


240.16 

10.00 

62.70 

9.19 

225.56 

109.66 

25.00 
5.94 
4.70 

28.66 

14.60 

226.51 

384.41 

2.53 

14.00 

25.96 

175.77 

38.77 


195.84 


I 


$23,694  78 

30,849  78 

86,968,946  47 

39,292,830  47 

8,138.064  67 

43.346.403  78 

3,861.784  70 

32,607.922  17 

14.768  22 

1,679,643  41 

30,632  73 

29,638,762  59 

464,318  06 

47.836  S» 

22.752  74 

5,674  86 

86.062  38 

46.616  66 

6.887,247  86 

36.264,128  O 

16,900  86 

126.648  80 

194,915  66 

4.936,219  66 

46.662  68 

8.417  70 


243,274.826  06 
26 
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WHOLE  LINE,  l905.-*-Continued. 
Tratflc. 


Average 

amot  Dt 

received  for 

each  ton  of 

freight. 

Average 
receipts  per 
ton  per  miie. 

Total 

freight 

earnings. 

Frelpht    . 
earningt*  per 
mile  of  road. 

Freitfht 
parningn 
per  train- 
mile. 

Miles  ran 

by  fre  ght 

trains. 

No. 

$0.39291 
.49068 

$0.02659 
.01443 

.00881 
.00915 
.00930 

.00835 

$23.594  78 

30,349  73 

36.035.506  81 

39.427.002  39 

8,138,931  60 

43.416.938  83 

3.861.784  70 

32,748.399  32 

14,768  22 

1.699.531  96 

30,632  73 

29.689,539  82 

464,318  06 

47.836  59 

22.752  74 

5.674  86 

86,082  38 

45.516  66 

6.414.952  90 

36,399.927  75 

15.900  85 

126.548  30 

194,915  66 

4.949,69'/  49 

45.562  58 

8.417  70 

$1.556  38 

892  64 

5,052  54 

5,322  13 

4,837  26 

5,076  36 
8,613  90 
7.487  21 
1.805  41 
2.901  17 
928  26 
5.976  77 
2,019  19 
1.913  46 

2.068  43 
1.207  42 
2.845  57 

1.039  91 
3.616  14 
6,848  59 
1.987  61 
2.416  89 
1,487  90 
5,066  01 
876  71 

$2.50289 

.71003 

2.25244 

2.88308 

2.17999 

2.78028 
8.98821 
1.87921 

9.427 

1 
2 

1.54347 
1.26223 
1.44964 

2.12486 
.44664 

14.848.678 

15.230.716 

3.186,301 

14,196,894 

429.660 

16,960,494 

8 

4 
6 

< 

7 

1.40865 
.31460 

.00587 
.03145 
.00939 
.04769 
.00783 
.01138 
.00544 

.03029 
.08699 
.01681 

.03189 
.00724 
.00832 

02740 
.04910 

02147 

.UUoOD 

.02533 

8 
9 

.58862 
.43835 

1.62425 

1.023,371 

10 
11 

2.00180 

1.24620 

.14960 

.17997 

4.24696 
1.64785 
1.86859 

1.84981 

.48223 

1.78787 

1.69825 
2.24294 
3.06200 

6,616.016 

174,292 

20,800 

12 
18 
14 

.40885 

16 

.48000 

17 

.46000 

18 

1.63224 
2.78168 
6.84100 

2.336.233 
11.046.432 

19 
20 
21 

.68780 

22 

.55860 

1. 17149 

.98197 

1.56777 
2.11541 
1.39156 

124,326 
2,312.834 

23 
24 
26 

.33900 

IS 

11.58720 
26 

1^00810 
26 

$243,985,085  41 
26 

$5,555  48 
26 

$2.75100 
16 

88.507.463 
16 

•  ■  •  • 

•  •  •  • 
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PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  ETC., 

Passenger  and 


Name  of  Company. 


Passenirer 

and  freight 

revenue. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee   &   Western 

3.  Chicago   &  Northwestern... 

4.  Chicago,  Mil.  &  St.   Paul.. 

5.  Chicago,  St.  Panl,  Minneap- 

olis &  Omaha 

€.  Chicago,  Burl,  ft  Qnlncy — 

7.  Oiicago,   L.   Shore  &  E.... 

8.  Illinois    Central    

9.  Drammond    &,    Son th west.. 
10.  Dniuth.  S.   S.   &  Atlantic 
IL  Fairchild  &   Northeastern.. 

12.  Great  Northern  

13.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

14.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 

Superior    

15.  Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern 

16.  lola    &    Northern 

17.  Kewaunee,    Green    Bay    & 

Western    

18.  Marinette,      Tomahawk     & 

T^^Tcstern 

19.  Mpolls.,  St.  P.  i  S.  S.  M.  .* 

20.  Northern    Pacific    

21.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

22.  Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

23.  Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

24.  Wisconsin  Central   

25.  Wisconsin   Western    

26.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W. 

Total    

No.  of  railroads  included... 


Passenger 

and 

freight 

revenue 

per  mile  of 

roan. 


$26,638  43 

67.184  64 

62,632.644  41 

46.096,904  21 

U.219.729  24 

59,035.170  20 

3.861.784  70 

48,387,747  641 

14.868  22] 

2,608.833  63' 

33,993  90 

37.021.909  92 

674,101  25 

48.089  59 

23.201  28 

7,162  67 

111.626  09 

60.184  82 

8.186.281  99 

47,161.893  83 

15.900  85 

130.212  26 

229.661  31 

6.277.694  00 

69.269  16 

9.G06  90 


I  1318.730.895  06 
I  26 


$1,750  60 

640  30 

7,104  70 

6.463  U 

6,668  29 
6,902  47 


9.908  24 

1.806  41 
4,282  67 
1.030  12 
7,453  04 
2,666  70 

1.923  58 
2.109  21 
1.523  97 

3,038  86 

1.158  37 
4.614  61 
8.873  44 
1,987  61 
2,486  88 
1,753  14 
6.425  22 
1.140  45 


Passenger 

and  freight 

earnings. 


Passenger 

and 

freight 

eamiiigs 

per  mile  of 

road. 


$7,258  98 
26 


$27,268  83 

$1,798  65 

62,734  46 

640  30 

66.697,527  69 

7,604  93 

49.733.643  94 

6,973  16 

U.769,194  28 

6,994  86 

63.142,219  17 

7,382  67 

3.861.784  70 

46.743.m  62 

10,468  18 

14.768  22 

1.806  41 

2,673,640  76 

4.664  01 

36,698  74 

1.078  68 

38.929.612  91 

7,836  86 

600,007  78 

2.666  70 

48.089  59 

1.923  58 

23,397  64 

2,127  06 

7.442  54 

1,583  52 

116,497  43 

3.174  S2 

51,164  66 

1.168  94 

8.668,817  90 

4.886  65 

49,476,304  87 

9.306  89 

15.900  85 

1.987  81 

130.246  49 

2,487  61 

232.962  93 

1,778  65 

6.634.107  02 

6.790  01 

69.510  41 

1.337  51 

9.776  62 

$337,675,261  35 

$7.690  36 

26 

26 

»  Rxchidlnj?  taxes  which  were  $1.632..332  .">8. 
*  Deficit. 
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whole  LIND,  1905 — Continued. 
Prelfirht  Traffic— Continued. 


• 

Gross 

Income 

Gross  earn- 

earnings 
from  oper- 
ation pt*r 
mile  uf 
road 

w« 

Expenses 

Iiicome  from 

from  oper- 

No. 

ings  from  - 
operation. 

Expenses. 

per  mile  of 
road. 

operation. 

ation  per 

mile  of 

road. 

928,536  17 

$1,882  33 

$18,415  88 

$1,214  77 

$10,180  20 

$667  66 

62.734  4H 

640  30 

40,964  23 

65148 

21,770  88 

640  80 

66,745,275  17 

7,684  88 

36,561,234  88 

4.086  29 

.19,184,040  84 

2.668  60 

49,884,113  06 
11,907,876  76 

6,094  Sfl 
7,180  77 

^30. 061 ,708  27 
7,389,146  87 

4,299  00 
4,866  98 

19,282,406  88 
4,668,729  88 

9,774  79 

65,162,868  <tt 

7,618  98 

41,479,160  43 

4,849  80 

28,683,688  69 

9,769  18 

4,898,602  69 

0,644  21 

•     1,846,486  80 

4,118  67 

9,477,266  80 

6,685  64 

49,690,886  16 

11,847  06 

88,800,494  16 

7,60196 

16,494,309  00 

8,756  08 

14.768  22 

1,805  41 

14,282  50 

1.789  91 

686  78 

65  48 

2,706, 0»6  Oe 

4,600  »i 

1.852,706  00 

3,160  61 

854,280  00 

1,468  80 

10 

35,790  70 

1,084  84 

94,657  76 

744  17 

11,242  06 

840  68 

11 

90,077,796  70 

7,007  86 

19.164,408  66 

8,866  96 

90,488,824  04 

4,111  40 

18 

600,007  78 

2,666  70 

857,017  66 

1.686  74 

242,900  12 

1,079  06 

IS 

48,197  59 

1.027  90 

55,880  94 

2,213  21 

•7,138  85 

*265  83 

14 

2S,40e  44 

2,127  49 

15,481  97 

1,407  45 

7,920  47 

790  04 

10 

7,442  54 

1,58»  62 

5,506  06 

1.190  44 

1.847  48 

808  06 

18 

116,497  43 

8.174  32 

62,220  27 

1,605  62 

54,268  16 

1,478  79 

17 

51,210  26 

1,100  99 

46,605  91 

1,006  86 

4,514  34 

10S14 

18 

8,797,895  19 

4.1W0  40 

4,676,915  51 

?,666  34 

4,121,069  66 

9,328  06 

19 

00,771,000  06 

0.608  60 

90,881,948  77 

6,007  80 

98,889,127  18 

4,494  70 

90 

15,900  85 

1.087  61 

17.047  24 

2,180  90 

>1.146S9 

•143  90 

91 

188,016  89 

8,640  07 

88,000  91 

1,660  97 

61,006  48 

407  98 

99 

247,476  68 

1,880  18 

174,818  40 

1,880  62 

78,164  13 

668  50 

98 

0,048,986  40 

0,80108 

4,874,880  07 

4,47718 

9,978,949  89 

9,827  88 

94 

00,610  41 

1,887  51 

80,406  79 

700  68 

88,108  62 

696  08 

85 

9,799  3^ 

17,283  78 

»r,486S5 

•816  63 

86 

I8i0,7io»o0o  or 

«r,0O0i4 

|80B»8Ol,974  99 

$4.780  07 

|187.718,9e0  98 

$8,180  47 

00 

90 

86 

90 

90 

98 
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Kepobt  of  the  Bailboad  Commission. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC, 

Train 


Name  of  Company. 


Miles  ran 

by  passenger 

trains. 


Milt-s  ran 

by  freight 

trains. 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western    

8.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul.... 

4.  Chicago   &   Northwestern    

5.  Chi.,   St.   Paul,   Mpls.   &  Omaha.. 

6.  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy   .... 

7.  Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern  .. 

8.  Illinois    Central    

9.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  .. 

10.  Great   Northern    

11.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

19.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    &    Supe'r 

13.  Holmes  &  Son  Railway   

14.  lola   &   Northern    

15.  Kewaunee,   Green   Bay  A  Western 

16.  Marinette.   Tomahawk  &  Western. 

17.  Mpls.,  St.   P.  &  S.  Ste.  Marie.... 

18.  Northern    Pacific    

19.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan   

M>.  Wisconsin    Central    

n.  Wisconsin    Western    

22.  Bayfield,    Lake  Shore  A  Western. 


11,112,168 

U.600,600 

3,080,064 

18,505,797 


896,196 

5.915,888 

139,540 


1,454,782 

6,786,790 

187,2r7 

1,752.818 


Total     

No.    of   roads   reporting 


70.550,203 
22 


0.427 


14,848,678 

15,230,716 

8,186,301 

14,198,894 

429,650 


1,028,871 

6,616,016 

174,292 

20,800 


2,886.233 

11,045,432 

124.326 

2.812.834 


88,507,463 
X2 


Miles  run 

by  mixed 

trains. 


1,149,743 
1,148,743 
1,313,874 
647,166 
1,417,: 


22,977 

376,422 

101,412 

4,800 

12,800 

11,788 

48,148 

20,806 

623,927 

849,178 


25,998 

32,742 

8,068 


6,988,099 
22 
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Report  of  the  Bailboad  Commission. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC.  ETC.. 

Car   Mileage, 


Name  of  Company. 


ft  Northeastern   

Western    

Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul   

ft   Northwestern    

St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  ft  Omaha 

Burlington  ft  Qulncy    

Lake  Shore  ft  Eastern   

Central    , 

Southwestern    

Shore  ft  Atlantic  


1.  Abbotsford 
8.  Ahuapee   ft 

5.  Chicago, 
4.  Chicago 

6.  Chicago, 
8.  Chicago, 

7.  Chicago, 

8.  Illinois 

9.  Druminond   ft 
10.  Duluth,   South 

U.  Ftiirchild   ft   Northeastern    

U.  Great    Northern    

15.  Green  Bay  ft  Western    

14.  Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  ft  Superior  

16.  Holmes  ft  Son  Railway   

16.  lola   ft   Northern    « 

17.  Kewaunee,    Green   Bay  ft  Western    

18.  Marinette.    Tomahawk    ft    Western    

1».  Miuneai>olis.  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

80.  Northern     Pacific     

n.  Northwestern   Coal  Ry.    Co 

K.  Stanley.    .Merrill  ft   Phillips   

83.  WisiM>nsin    ft    Michigan    

84.  WlstH»nsin    Central    

85.  Wisconsin    Western     

86.  Bnylield,  Lake  Shore  ft  Western   


Mileage  of 

empty  freight 

cars  north  or 

east. 


Mileage  of 

empty  freight 

cars  soath  or 

west. 


34,747 


64,815,641 
66,948,451 
13,388,868 


49,086,064 


8,018,508 


17,778,973 

880,863 

140,884 

106,688 

8,190 

56,513 


10.898,799    • 
86,433,398    ' 


Total 


408.589    I 
10,588,436 
16,388 
18.504 

aS8.714.161 


1.505 


78,737.413 

97,873,M8 

8,448.940 

161,680.488 


79,806,014 
'*4i46ii788 


04,OU,881 

311.309 

4,600 

6.840 

975 

88,856 


7,366.564 
86,618,8[18 


38.583 

8,188,747 

50,9BS 


6!9.8S8.438 
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WHOLE  LINE,  I906.-Continued. 
Tonnage,  etc. 


Average 

number  of 

freight 

cars  in 

train. 

Average 

number  of 

loaded 

carrs  in 

train. 

Average 

number  of 

empty 

cars  in 

train. 

Average 

number  of 

tons  of 

freight  in 

tram. 

Average 

number  of 

tons  in 

eacu  loaded 

oar. 

Mileage 

upon  which 

ba£ed. 

No. 

8.00 

4.00 

4.00 

94.00 

29.00 

15.16 

M.QO 

7.132.15 

7,406.13 

1,682.55 

8.569.76 

448.32 

4,373.91 

8.18 

586.81 

33.00 

4,907.49 

225.00 

25.00 

11.00 

4.T0 

36.70 

43.77 

1,773.98 

5,311.95 

8.00 

53.36 

131.00 

9T7.04 

51.97 

12.00 

1 

89.54 
25.09 
21.84 
90.84 

i8.9r 

17.61 
15.61 
21.18 

7.9T 
7.48 
5.83 
9.71 

956.11 

259.46 

234.48 

•332.28 

18.74 

14.73 
15.12 
15.73 

3 

4 
6 
6 

7 

26.19 

18.78 

7.41 

319.00 

16.98 

8 
9 

16.94 

10.76 

6.19 

171.00 

15.91 

10 
11 

39.35 

27.66 

11.69 

541.13 

19.56 

19 
13 

23.95 
18.00 

11.89 
9.00 

12.06 
9.00 

160.00 

61.00 

17.60 
7.00 

14 
15 
16 

17 

18 

28.37 
32.19 

19.98 
22.Tr 

6.39 
9.42 

906.55 
866.59 

15.44 
16.10 

19 
20 
21 

22 

24.00 

13.00 

20.81 

6.86 

8.19 

11.00 
7.97 
9.06 
9.18 

23 

28.28 
8.41 
4.89 

316.68 
64.98 
lS.ff7 

ih'.'sif" 

8.64 
6.09 

24 
96 

- 

4,390.893 
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PASSENGER  TRAFFIC  AND  TRAIN  MILEAGE  OF  ROADS  DOING  BUSXIT 

THE  YEAR  ENDING 

Passenger 


Name  of  Company. 

Number 

of  padsen- 

gerscarriO'l 

earning 

revenue. 

Number 
of  passen- 
gers car- 
ried oae 
mile. 

Average 
distance 

carried. 

1 

1 

Total 

passenger 

revenne. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

8.  Abnapee  &  Western    

8.  Ch!.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago  &   Northwestern    .. 

5.  Chi.,   St.  P.,   Mpls.  &  O.... 

6.  Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy. 

7.  Illinois  Central   

5,454 

38,702 

11,190,021 

22.977,335 

2,951,645 

15,179,684 

22,068,673 

681,337 

4.781,947 

4,373 

192,200 

928 

453 

7,951 

64,600 

14,332 

1,173,869 

5,020.280 

12,200 

66,522 

1.235,606 

3J,646 

78,507 

l,315,8f» 

498,461,791 

708,176,138 

145,304.415 

794,171,881 

511,391,077 

34.413,938 

876,783,210 

87,452 

4,797,500 

27,840 

8,988 

37,370 

1,104,610 

108.907 

111,058,518 

659.060,227 

812,042 

1,294,218 

79.100.795 

641,118 

14.00 
34.00 
44.55 
80.00 
49.88 
52.31 
28.19 
55.66 
78.79 
20.00 
84.96 
25.00 
8.08 
4.70 
17.10 
7.40 
94.61 
111.82 
25.72 
19.45 
66.78 
28.90 

18,89171 
88,70  ?»• 
11,188,646  88 
14,441,416  or 
8,428,7W  68 
16,211,065  44 
10.004.041  87 

8.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic  .. 

9.  Great    Northern    

987,101  4S 
8,778.865  K 

10.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

11.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

12.  Hawthorne,    Nebag.  &  Sup. 

13.  Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern 

14.  lola  &  Northern  

8,616  a 

186,584  01 

888  08- 

168  40 

1.660  81 

15.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

16.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 

17.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

18.  Northern    Pacific    

26,898  88 

4,688  81 

9,487,638  94 

18,791,830  87 

19.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

BO.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan   

81.  Wisconsin   (Central    

8,088  68 
88,898  88- 
1,412,484  14 

S2.  Wisconsin  Western    

28.  Chi..  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

14,807  87 
(0 

24.  La   Crosse   &   Southeastern. 

(*) 

25.  Mineral  Point  A  Northern.. 

17,891 

889,386 

18.38 

6,118  98- 

Totals    

88,601,606 
28 

81,918,965,734 
83 

44.18 
88 

888.808,199  8fr« 

No.  of  roads  reported  

88 

»  Total 
«  Total 


passenger 
passenger 


revenue, 
revenue. 


818,399.95. 
$37,619.38. 
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BSS  IN  WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOB 
JUNB   90,   1906.— WHOLE    LINE. 

Traffic. 


Average 

amount 

received 

from  each 

passenger. 

Average 

receipts 

per  pat-son- 

ger  1  er 

milo. 

.03683 
.02186 

!02064 
.02365 
.02041 
.01966 
.02694 
.(K8S0 
.04135 
.02639 
.00«33 
.03079 
.04149 

Estimated 
cost  of  car- 
rying each 
passenger 
per  xpile. 

Total 
passenger 
earnings. 

Passenger 
earnings 
per  mile 
of  road . 

Passenger 

earnings 

per  train 

mile. 

No. 

^.63020 
.74318 

$3,698  98 

34,71148 

15,036,880  47 

17,574,372  93 

4,0(M,792  62 

20,458,341  11 

12,625,892  20 

1,068,642  60 

10,861,646  81 

5,201  03 

153,893  47 

232  00 

819  88 

1,833  92 

80,822  04 

5, 860  33 

8,005,990  72 

16.244.695  19 

8,069  18 

42.308  41 

1,763.040  .36 

$237  89 

1,020  90 

2,092  70 

2,838  79 

2,865  12 

2,876  69 

2,853  92 

1,836  78 

2,108  83 

157  60 

683  06 

7  73 

29  08 

390  19 

839  84 

133  88 

1,487  83 

3,007  64 

143  68 

295  12 

1   flft4  47 

90.37653 
.81543 
1.17042 
1.04485 
1.06695 
1.30533 
1.06824 
1.18742 
1.55645 

iwiee 

1 

2 

.99406 

8 

.62851 

4 

1.16959 

5 

1.06799 

6 

.45864 

7 

1.49935 

8 

1.88583 

9 

.82698 
.65861 

.06036 

10 
11 

.25000 

.33874 

.66456 

•      .054261     12 
.061041     IS 

.19501 

.15584 

.62982 

.29157 

1.27437 

1.82386 

14 

.40062 

.02344 



15 

.31580 

,04356 
.02186 
.02003 
.02570 
.08000 
.02015 
.02232 

in 

2.06798 

17 

2.32951 

18 

.65710 

'.mrk 

19 

.58467 

.28880 
.98404 
.72177 
.29024 

20 

1.14312 

21 

.45210 

25,021  52;                481  46 
13.836  91             1-9S7  9ft 

22 

28 

40,623  37 
6.983  82 

24 

.34172 

.02653 

9Sti  R? 

.17984 

SS 

.93452 

.02115 
28 

$102,836,876  14           St2-S2A  M 

23 

S 

2S 

24 

22 
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Ep:port  of  the  Ejs[ileoad  Commissioh^. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC^ 

Freight 


Name  of  Company. 


Nomber 
of  tous  of 
freight 
carried 
earoing 
revenue . 


Number 

of  fons 

carried  one 

mile. 


Average 

distance 

haul  of 

one  ton . 


Total  freight 
revenue. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

u. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
26. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 


Abbotsford 
Ahnapee   & 
Chicago, 
Chicago 
Chi.,  St. 
Chicago, 


&  Northeastern.. I 

Western 

Milwaukee  &  St.  P 

&    Northwestern 

P.  Mpls.  &  Omaha. 

Burl.  &  Quincy 

Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern..! 

Illinois    Central \ 

Chi.,  Harvard  &  Genera  Lake| 
Drummond  &  Southwestern..! 
Duluth,   S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

Great    Northern 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern | 

Green  Bay  &  Western | 

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Snp... 
Hazelhurst   &.   Southeastern..! 

lola  &.  Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  Western 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W..' 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  Marie 

Northern     Pacific 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co... 
Stanley.   Merrill   &  Phillips.. 

Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin     Central 

Wisconsin  Western 

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 
Ro<ldis  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co 
Mineral    Point    &   Northern.. 


80,709 

62,196 

26,201,941 

35,788,243 

6.435,925 

23.217,160 

...(•) 

25.641.146 


1,186,875 

2,114.694 

4.663.808,007 

5.156,074,116 

940.081,837 

6,308,883.669 


6.230,593.629 


14.68' 
84.00 
177.99 
144.07 
146.07 
271.62 


88,113 

3,281,506 

16,119,514 

'  29,093 

321,760 

351.640 

32,844 

10.686 

175,930 

67,235 

4.SS6.49S; 

15,356.312' 

314.183' 

298.5811 


881,130 

227,172,246 

4,484,675,584 

339,879 

34,496.890 

11,779,940 

161,801 

60.224 

6,050.860 

941.290 

1,084,153.866 

5,246,260.080 

794,883 

7.859.300 


]• 


242.99 


503.9891 

4.343.279; 

50,906' 


15.944,870 

804.040.467 

2,138.561 


10.00 

69.23 

278.21 

11.60 

107.21 

30.00 

4.62 

4.70 

84.39 

14.00 

221.87 

341.57 

2.53 

26.33 


31.63 

186.12 

42.01 


17.422 
65,175 


129.274  » 

33«060  82 

40.1S7,710  01 

46.802.862  68 

8.763.166  M 

60.714.276  74 

..... ( T ) ...••• 

34.637.124  S» 

.....  (4) ...■•• 

27.068  40 

1.990.240  06 

34,898,734  94 

16.767  68 

450.047  8fr 

67.697  14 

16.712  0. 

4.868  91 

94,620  or 

64,112  87 

8.468.674  7» 

43.431.781  61 

20.700  0» 

130,244  98 


139,376 
902,539 


Total     1 

Nnmber  of  roads  reported | 


163.741.986^35,225,414,882 
26        i  26 


262,580  59 

5.317.236  64 

48.680  2^ 

(«^....^ 

6.174  89 
39.642  88 

1275.422.940  68 
26 


•Tons  of  freight  carried  earning  revenue,  10,168,268. 

tTotal  fre?ght  revenue,  $3,662,127.44. 

tTotal  freight  revenue,  $12,652.44. 

{Tolls. 

••Total  freight  revenue,  $27,119.44. 
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WHOLE  LINE,  1906-Oontinned. 
Traffic. 


Average 
amount  re- 
ceived for 
each  ton  of 

freight. 

Average 
receipts 
per  ton 
per  mile . 

1 

Estimated 
cost  of 
carrying 
one  ton  one 
1        mile. 

Total  freight 
earnings. 

Freight 

earnings 

per  mile 

of  road. 

Freight 
earnings 
j)9T  train 
mile. 

• 

No. 

$0.36271             $0.2470 
.63156               0.1663 

$0.1899 

$29.274  96 

33,060  82 

40,230,718  98 

46,961,106  19 

8,763.764  12 

60,792,774  36 

8,662,127  44 

34,788,467  49 

12,662  44 

27,068  40 

1,944,124  78 

34,941,267  26 

16,757  63 

450,047  88 

.57,697  14 

15,712  61 

4,868  91 

94,520  07 

64,112  87 

8,497.251  32 

43.616,181  18 

$1.93106 
972  86 
6,698  96 
6,185  66 
6.176  76 
6,900  47 
7,728  62 
7,863  81 
1,160  22 
3,309  09 
3,280  17 
6,783  97 
607  80 
2,000  21 
1.923  24 
1,428  41 
1.036  94 
2,575  48 

$3.06288 
.77666 
2.34211 
2.64826 
2.09699 
2.68481 
7.47866 
1.97218 
.39628 

1.63377 

0.0862 
0.0888 
0.0731 
0.0804 

1.27982 

1.36000 

2.18434  I 

1.86064 

0.C666 

.30720" 

0.3072 
0.0860 
0.0778 
0.4929 
0.1305 
0.0489 
1.0035 
0.9694 
0.1562 

0.2900 

10 

.58822 

1.60947 
4.24411 

n 

2.16600 

12 

.57600 

0.3362 

IS 

1.39871 

1.69646 
2.68984 
2.99806 
.41374 
1 .9S142 

14 

.1^108 
.48601 

1.6384 

16 
IS 

.45563 

17 

.53726 

18 

.80483                6.5749  1 

1,236  30                -26922  1 

Id 

1.73308 

0.0781 
0.0828 
0.2445 

4.206  75 
S.075  37 

2.67713 
3.33009 

^ 

2.82827 

n 

.06588 

20.700  08            2,587  51 
130,244  94            2,313  41 
S26.907  29         «2fi-123  .«« 

?2 

.43621  1             0.1667 

.oi.^fii 

• 

23 

24 

.50116               0.1584 

252.580  59 

5,330.726  24 

48.680  29 

27.119  44 

6.174  39 

39,642  26 

1,916  53 

5,466  00 

936  70 

1.62003 
2.16181 
1.40423 

26 

1.22424                0J)661 

26 

.95628 

0.2276 

27 

28 

.36400 

0.4430 
0. 4.^92 

0.4430 

617  44 
1.296  60 

# 

79 

.60824 

1.02818 

SQ 

I                         >' 

$1.67594  ' 

$0.0782 
26 

$279,866,532  36 
30 

6,z68  94 
30 

"  23"" 

26 

^  I 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  ETC.,  1906. 

Passenger  and 


Name  of  Comi>aiiy . 


1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Abnapee  ft  Western 

3.  Chi.,   Milwaukee  &  St  P.. 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.... 

5.  ChL,  9t.  P.  Mpls.  &  O 

6.  Chi..  Burl.  &  Qulncy 

7.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern... 

8.  Illinois    Central 

9.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

10.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

11.  Duluth    S.   8.   &  Atlantic. 

12.  Great   Northern 

13.  Fairchlld  &  Northeastern.. 

14.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

15.  Hawth'ne,  Nebag'n  &  Sup'r 

16.  Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern 

17.  lola    &    Northern 

18.  Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  W 

19.  Marinette,  Tomah'k  &  W.. 

20.  Mp's.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

21.  Northern    Pacific 

22.  Northwetsern   Coal   R.v.    Co 

23.  Sanley,   Merrill   &  Phillips. 

24.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

26.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

26.  Wisconsin    Central 

27.  Wisconsin    Western 

28.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

29.  Roddis  L.  &  V.  Co 

30.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern. 


Passenger 

and 

freight 

revenue. 


Passenger 

and 
freight 
revenu  f 
per  miie 
of  road . 


|32il66  66 
6i,623  61 

61.311.266  26 

60.244.267  66 
12,175,870  62 

925,94118 


44.641,165  66 


27,068  40 

2,857.341  60 

43,677,600  49 

20,374  06 

576,632  79 

57.929  14 

15.866  06 

6,419  42 

120,412  92 

58.639  08 

10.896.213  73 

67,223,121  18 

20,700  08 

138.267  51 


291,474  41 

6,729,670  78 

62,987  66 


6,174  39 
46,756  21 


Total     '  $358,226,140  33 

Number  of  roads  reported..  26 


Passenger 

and 

frtfight 

earnings. 


Passenger 
and 
freight 
earnmj 


per  mile 
of  road 


12,12181 
1,993  30 
7,14104 
8.109  68 
7,190  74 
7,774  62 


10.090  98 


4,820  97 
8,480  17 
614  36 
2,567  26 
1,930  97 
1,442  37 
1.365  83 
3,28100 
1,339  70" 
6,393  12 
10,594  64 
2,687  51 
2,466  90! 


2,213  00 
6,887  81 
1,212  00 


617  44 
1,495  30 


18,01135 
24 


$32,873  88 

67,772  24 

66,267,599  46 

63,326,479  12 

12,768,756  74 

71,251,116  47 

3,662,127  44 

47.413,869  68 

26,489  35 

27,068  40 

3,032,767  28 

4^.802,914  07 

21.968  66 

603,74135 

57,929  14 

16.032  49 

6.702  83 

126,342  U 

59,973  20 

11,503,242  04 

59,860.876  37 

20.700  08 
138,334  12 

26.907  29 

294.8S4  00 

7.093,766  60 

73.701  81 
67,742  81 

6,174  39 
46.676  08 


$382,703,408  60 
30 


$2,168  46 
1,993  90 
7.68166 
8.624  86 
7,640  88 
8.-277  06 
7.728  62 

10.717  78 
2,406  11 
3,309  09 
6.116  96 
8.892  80 
668  44 
2.683  30 
1.980  97 
1.467  49 
1.426  18 
8.416  32 
1.370  18 
6.693  &7 

11,063  01 
2.687  61 
2,467  09 

26,123  68 
2.211  6S 
7,260  47 
1,418  16 
1.642  28 
617  44 
1.622  09 


$8,683  «7 
80 
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WHOLE  LINE-Continued. 
Freight  Traffic. 


Orosa 

* 

Orosn 
earnings 

from 

operation 

per  mile 

of  road. 

Expenses 

Income 

Income 
fro.u 

earnings 

from 
operation. 

Expenses. 

per  mile 
of  road. 

from 
operation. 

operation 

per  mile 

of  road. 

No. 

^,312  34 

12.263  34 

$22,513  18 

$1.486  04 

$11,799  16 

$778  81 

67.772  24 

1.993  30 

42.216  32 

1.24166 

26.566  92 

761  66 

66,423.052  99 

7.718  29 

84,713.602  53 

4.83113 

20.7Cip.460  46 

2.882  16 

63,481.57r98 

8,646  36 

39,890.999  09 

6.369  79 

23.680.678  89 

8.176  56 

13,007.01/  47 

7,681  60 

7,901,338  18 

4.666  32 

6.106.679  34 

8.016  28 

73,413J85  88 
4,3117536  90 

8,528  26 

60.666,161  43 

6.884  48 

22.768.224  46 

2.643  77 

9,098  72 

2.384,836  40 

6.033  00 

1.926.501  60 

4.066  72 

61.734.291  56 

11.684.35 

84.400.363  07 

7,776  08 

17.333.928  48 

8.918  27 

26,489  36 

2.408  11 

26,777  26 

2.343  39 

712  09 

64  73 

27,068  40 

3,309  09 

2?.b78  02 

3.139  12 

1.390  38 

168  97 

10 

3,057,808  73 

6.159  20 

2.057.459  76 

3.471  39 

1.000,348  97 

1.687  81 

U 

46,494.226  57 

9,027  02 

23.133,081  11 

4.49137 

23.861.146  46 

4.636  66 

12 

22,204  66 

672  86 

16,674  10 

606  28 

6.680  66 

129  56 

IS 

609.370  62 

2,708  31 

392,713  61 

1.746  39 

216,656  91 

962  92 

14 

60.969  14 

2,032  30 

51.969  21 

1.732  30 

8,999  93 

299  99 

16 

16.032  49 

1.457  49 

6,677  85 

607  07 

8,706  15 

79146 

16 

6.702  83 

1.426  13 

4,947  45 

1.062  66 

1,765  38 

873  48 

17 

126,726  89 

3,463  06 

85,908  90 

2.340  84 

40.817  99 

1.112  21 

18 

60.028  20 

1.371  44 

53.825  25 

1,229  72 

6.202  96 

14171, 

19 

11,588.262  23 

5,736  66 

5,905,867  78 

2,923  13 

5,682,394  45 

2,812  52 

29 

61,132.656  47 

11.318  47 

31,029,612  10 

6,746  01 

30,103,043  37 

6,573  46 

21 

20.700  08 

2.587  51 

20.406  06 

2,660  69 

294  52 

36  82 

22 

140.341  29 

2,492  74 

113,440  23 

90110 

26,901  oe 

477  82 

28 

16,907  29 

26,123  58 

3.407  65 

3.308  40 

23.499  64 

22,816  18 

24 

324.289  24 

2.460  65 

192.082  36 

1.467  49 

132,206  88 

1,003  16 

26 

7.151.339  79 

7.319  39 

4,580. 2S8  18 

4,687  92 

2,571,051  61 

2,631  47 

26 

73.701  81 

1,418  16 

42,615  52 

820  00 

31,086  29 

698  16 

27 

67,742  81 

1,542  23 

28.082  95 

1.542  23 

39.659  86 

90167 

28 

6.174  39 

617  44 
1,627  21 

6.174  39 
60.523  00 

617  44 
1,977  87 

29 

46.732  82 

j 

ns.iwis 

*i5'm 

80 

$392,559. ISS  87 

$8,779  19 

$237,848,241  39 

$6.319  24 

$154,710,331  48 

$8.468  94 

30 

30 

30 

30 

30 

80 

•Deficits?. 


44— R.   R. 
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Kepoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


TRAIN   MILEAGE. 
Freight  traffic,  whole  line,  1906— Contlnned. 


Name  of  Company. 


Miles  run  by 

passenger 

trains. 


Miles  ran  by 
freiRbt 
trains. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.   P.,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha.... 

Chicago,   Burlington   &   Quincy 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois    Central 

Duluth,   South   Shore  &  Atlantic 

Great    Nortjiern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

lo.'a  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Marinette.   Tomahawk   &  Western 

Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie.... 

Korthern  Pacific 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin    Central 

Wisconsin  Western   

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


U,578,780 

15.513,801 

3J63,744 

14^,262 


Totals     

No.  of  roads  reported. 


11,388,699 

902.902 

6.581,780 

138,112 


9.558 


15,908,492 

16.919,058 

3,589,654 

15,742.907 


17,209  A387 

1,194,013 

7,836,217 

180,492 

17,175 


1,874,523 

8,057,721 

146.479 

1,764,102 


75,553,579 
14 


2,812,896 

12,248.582 

155,911 

2.449,782 


96,305.424 
15 


Miles  ran 

by  mixed 

trains. 


42.66S 

1,268,665 

1,114,642 

589,700 

1,277,66S 

489,684 

430,192 

13.913 

396,674 

101.412 

4,275 

6,240 

11.768 

48,938 

20,009 

484,273 

849.085 

""27,541 
34,667 
38.566 

7.249,547 
19 
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TRAIN  MILEAGE. 
Freight  trafSc,  whole  line,  1906— Continued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbotsford    &    Northeastern.. 

Ahnapee  Sr  Western 

C,  M.  &  St.  P 

Chicago  de  .Northwestern 

C,   St.   P..  M.  de  O 

Chicago,  Bnrllngton  &  Q 

Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern 

Illinois    Central 

Chi.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  L 

Dulutb.    S.   S.   &  Atlantic 

Great   Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne, '  Vebag    &   Snp 

Hazelhnrst  &  Southeastern 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  W — 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W... 
Mpolls,  St.  Panl  &  Sanlt  Ste. 

Marie    

Northern     Pacific..' 

Wiscon.sIn  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin   Central 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total 
milARcrA 
eHTDiuir 
revenue. 


9,558 

42.668 

28,755,927 

33,547,501 

7,343,068 

31,416.224 

489,684 

29,028.278 

79.674 

2,110.828 

14,814,671 

420.016 

21,450 

5.240 

11,768 

48.938 

20,099 

5.171,692 

21.155,338 

302,390 

4.241,425 

38,556 


Milp8  run  by 

switching 

trains. 


Milf^s  run  by 
eonftruc- 
tion  and 

other  t*'ain8. 


Totals     1  179,108,550 

Number  of  roads  reported I  28 

I 


9,527.757 
1,770,462 


5.846 
7.083,530 


382,112 

"sisoo" 


4.037.201 
460,264 


702.814 


55.318 
1,127,506 


4,500 


u  i4\n 


838,089 


152.060 

1,229,736 

62.326 

492,488 


19.618,780 

8 


8,324,212 
10 


Grand 

total  train 

mileage. 


9,668 

42,568 

28,766.927 

47,112,469 

9,673,784 

31,415,224 

496,630 

36,814jy622 

79,674 

2,648.268 

15.942,177 

420,016 

34,450 

5.240 

11.768 

48,938 

22,583 

6.323.767 

22,385.074 

364.71& 

5,572,002 

38,566 

207,061,647 
23 
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Keport  of  the  Raileoad  Commission. 


FREIGHT  TRAFFIC, 
Car  Milease. 


Name  of  Company. 


Mileage 

of  loaded 

freight  ears 

—north  or 

east. 


Mileage 

of  loaded 

freight  cars 

—south  or 

weet. 


Mileage 

of  emptj 

freight  cars 

—north  or 

east. 


Mileage 

of  emptj' 

freight  cart 

— soath  or 

west. 


1.  Abbotsford  A  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &   Western 

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.   P.. 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 
6.  Chi.,  9L  P.,  Mpls.  &  C... 
6.  ChL,  Bnrl.  ft  Quincy 


2,306 


172,617.640 

167,687,863 

29,648,666 


46.670 


6,966,288 


7.  Chicago,  L.  S.  A  Eastern.. 

8.  Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lakel 

9.  Illinois  Central  185,706,847 

7,647,263 

138,874,281 


10.  Dulnth,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic. 

11.  Great  Northern 

12.  Falrchild  &  Northeastern 

13.  Green  Bay  &  Western... 

14.  Hawth'ne,  Nebag'n  &  Sup'r 

15.  Hazelhurst  ft  Southeastern. 

16.  lola  ft  Northern 

17.  Kewaunee,  G.  B.  ft  W 

13.  Marinette  Tomah'k  ft  W... 

19.  Mpls.  St.  P.  ft  S.   Ste.  M. 

20.  Northern    Pacific    

21.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

22.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co 

23.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

24.  Wisconsin    Central    

25.  Wisconsin   Western    

26.  La  Crosse  &  Southeastern.. 

27.  Mineral  Point  ft  Northern.. 


1,141.126 

60,060 

7,510 

1,969 

134,416 


31.000.020 
178.624.131 


153,796,373 

163.266.049 

83,400,182 

•381,373.238 

3.212.077 


167,766.131 

4.701,137 

90,236,382 


1.664,868 

102,734 

981 

3,046 

182,839 


1 


43,237] 


376 


66,486. 
74,187,1 
14,816,788 


2,166.377 


61,764.848 

2,727.094 

18.961.190 


36,301.543 
124.664.069 


817,873 

102.660 

981 

1.916 

83,643 


74.U^,, 
66,083.166 

8,723,860 
n70,688,461 

6,081,561 


73.789,366 

6,062,874 

70.974.779 

317 

180,696 

60,260 

7,610 

706 

22,1U 


12,277,416 
26.732,619 


274,378 

23.963.643 

136,226 


1.386  I  365,964 

26,636,296  ;     11.212.628 
99,847  I  22.404 


7,359,066 
85.437,686 


86.740 

7,720,781 

67.480 


Totals    '    933,291.994  11,186.612.883 

Number  of  roads  reported..!  18      I  19 


271.240.001  I      576,041,296 
IS      I  If 


•Including  loaded  cars  north  or  east. 
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whole  line,  1906-CoDUntied. 
and  Tonnage. 


Average 

nnmber  of 

freight  cars 

in  train. 

• 

Average 
number  of 
loaded  oars 

in  train. 

6.00 

Average 
nnmber  of 
empt)'  oars 

in  train. 

Average 

nnmber 

of  tons  of 

freight  in 

train . 

Average 
nnmber  of 

tons  of 

freight  in 

each  loaded 

car. 

Mileatfn 

apon  which 

based. 

No. 

10.00 

5.00 

124.00 

25.00 

16.16 

34.00 

7.186.40 

7,428.77 

1.698.27 

8.606.26 

478.84 

11.00 

4.423.87 

692.69 

6.160  66 

88.00 

226.00 

80.00 

11.00 

4.70 

36.70 

43.77 

2,020.39 

6.401.14 

66.30 

1.03 

131.79 

977.04 

51.97 

43.99 

30.06 

1 
2 

26.59' 

25.51 

20.69 

Z2.4S 

33.42 

19.00 
17.80 
16.06 
22.41 
18.74 

7.59 

7.72 

6.63 

10.08 

14.67 

271.51 
286.91 
224.94 
370.38 

14.29 
16.07 
14.93 
16.68 

4 
& 

7 

8 

27.14 
17.50 
38.76 

20.03 
10.22 
27.83 

7.11 
7.28 

10.92 

853.22 
188.07 
644.71 

17.64 
18.40 
19.CT 

9 
10 
11 
12 

, 

IS 

15.18 
3.24 

7.58 
1.62 

7.69 
1.62 

188.64 
29.86 

21.22 
17.86 

14 
1& 
1ft 

•  ••■•••••••a      *«............ 

17 



.............. 

..  •'! 

1& 

31.71 

26.41" 

23.15 

6.96 
8.66 

828.81 
400.47 

16.11 
17.30 

1» 

2a 
21 



22 

7.60' 

27.66 
9.09 

4.77 

20.02 
6.78 

2.83 
7.64 
2.31 

102.27 

324.66 

61.69 

21.43 
16.21 
9.10 
..     .. 

2S 

24 
2S 
26 

( 1 

•    ••••••••••••••a 

27 

t                         ' 

22.06  •              15.02  '                7.03 

V)                     16        1              16 

1 

249.96  1                 16.11 

15       1                  15 

1 

44,714.70 
27 
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PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  ETC.,  OF  RAILROADS 

SION  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDING  JUNB 

Passenger 


Name  of  Company. 


Number 
of  passen- 
gers carried 
earning 
revenue . 


Number  of 

passengers 

carried  one 

mile. 


Average 
distance 
carried. 


1. 
2. 
8. 
4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
U. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 


Abbotaford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  A  Western 

C,  M.  ft  St.  P 

Chicago  ft  Northwestern.... 

C,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  O 

Illinois    Central 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic.... 
Falrchild  &  Northeastern.. 

Great   Northern 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup.. 
Hazelhnrst  &  Southeastern. 

lola  &  Northern 

Rewaunee,  G.  B.  ft  W 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  ft  W 
Mpls.  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.... 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin  Central 

Wisconsin  Western 

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern..! 
Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 


6,454 
38,702, 


5,672,416 

1.329,707 

90,769 

100,406 

4.373 

178.815 

192,200 

928 

453 

7,951 

64.600 

14,332 

282,538 

273,427 

12,209 

44,546 

1,065,728 

31.646 


78.507 
1.816,868 


170,532,829 

63,676,831 

1.662,677 

5,695,014 

87,462 

4.047,794 

4,797,500 

27,840 

3,932 

37,870 

1,104,601 

103,907 

14,161.861 

7,042,046 

312.042 

776,631 

54,986,7U 

641,112 


17,8911 


239,386 


Totals* 


Total 

passenger 

revenue . 


14.00 
84.00 


30.60 
47.81 
18.32 
66.72 
20.00 
22.70 
24.96 
26.00 
8.68 
4.701 
17.10^ 
7.40 
50.00 
26.75 
26.72 
16.00 
52.06 
22.59 


13.88 


12.891  71 
28,762  79 

3,370,717  96 

8,502.302  24 

1,616,671  61 

38.156  13 

113,795  47 

8.616  48 

90,615  60 

126,584  91 

232  00 

153  46 

1.650  61 

25.892  85 
4,526  21 

323,686  30 

16&,435  06 

8.022  b8 

22.707  94 

1.171.686  82 

14.807  27 

87.619  SI 

6,113  96 


♦Totals  omitted  on  account  of  Incompleteness  of  reports. 
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DOING  BUSINESS  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMIS- 
80,  1306,  FOR  WISCONSIN. 

Traffic. 


Average 

amoant 

received 

from  each 

jMtaeDger. 


Averasre 
receipts 

per 
passeoicer 
I>er  mile. 


Estimated 
cost  of  car- 
ry iu8  each 
passenger 
per  mile. 


Total 
passenger 
earnings. 


Passenger 
earnings 
per  mile 
of  road. 


Passenger 

earnings 

per  tram 

mile. 


No. 


10.63020 
.74318 


I 


.62851 

1.14060 
.42037 

1.13336 
.82698 
.50675 
.65861 
.25000 
.33874 
.19501 
.40082 
.31580 

1.14564 
.60604 
.65710 
.50979 

1.10979 
.45210 


.34172 


■r 


10.03683 

.02185 


.02054 
.02386 
.02295 
.02034 
.04145 
.02239 
.02639 
.00833 
.03079 
.04149 
.02344 
.04366 
.02286 
.02349 
.02570 
.02924 
.02131 
.02232 


.02553 


IO.O9036 


.00150 


.02078 


$3,698  93 

34,711  12 

4,667.496  12 

4,213,591  14 

1,765.576  07 

58,116  64 

136.315  97 

6.20103 

106.243  71 

153,693  47 

232  00 

319  88 

1.833  92 

30.822  04 

6,860  33 

423,523  46 

190,696  30 

8.089  18 

24.794  49 

1.420.399  10 

26.021  62 

40.623  37 

6.933  82 


1237  39 
1,020  92 
2.696  70 
2.338  79 


636  48 

1.193  66 

167  60 

2.792  36 

683  08 

7  73 

29  06 

390  19 

839  84 

133  88 

1.190  81 

1,417  18 

143  68 

336  06 

1,688  36 

481  46 


226  67 


$0.037663 

.81543 

1.26612 

1.04484 

1.07893 

.64888 

•90963 

.64166 
.06426 
.06104 
.15684 
.62982 
.29167 
.78244 
1.04263 

'";2956i' 
.94870 
.72177 


I 


.17984 


1 

8 

Z 

4 

6 

< 

7 

8 

9 

Ifl 

U 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2S 
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Eepoet  of  the  Bailroad  Commission. 


PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT,  ETC.. 

Frelgtit 


Name  of  Company. 

Number  of 

tons  carried 

of  freight 

•aminiDr 

revenue. 

Number 

of  tons 

carried 

one  mile. 

Average 

distance 

haul  of 

one  ton. 

14.68 
34.00 

Total 
freight 
revenue. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

2.  Ahnaoee  &  Western 

80,709 
62,196 

1,186,375 
2,114,664 

129,274  9S 
83,060  82 

8.  Chicaex>.  Mil.  ft  St.  Paul.... 

11.661.906  96 

4.  Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
6.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0 

6.  Chi.,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy. 

7.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern.. 

8.  Illinois   Central    

8,679,291 
4,016,152 

1,250,440,476 
648,726;673 

144.07 
136.66 

11.108,018  48 
4,066,979  98 

429,894 
161,293 

88,113 

427,366 

9,093,537 

29,093 
321,760 

351.640 

32,844 

10.686 

175,930 

67,235 

1.866,637 

2,006,643 

314,183 

298.581 

446,503 

4,070,888 

60,906 

38,069  84 
66.613  39 

6,001»088 

881,130 

28,206,724 

182,870.219 

339,879 

34,496,890 

11,779,940 

161,801 

50,224 

6,060,860 

941,290 

306,832,403 

36,288,816 

794,883 

7,869,300 

12,189,557 

687,437,130 

2.138.561 

81.01 
10.00 
66.00 
20.10 
11.60 
107.21 

30.00 

4.62 

4.70 

34.39 

14.00 

164.00 

18.07 

2.53 

26.33 

27.36 

168.87 

42.01 

9.  Drummond  ft  Southwestern 

10.  DulQth,  S.  S.  ft  Atlantic... 

11.  Great    Northern    

27,068  40 

.  214,642  00 

1.061.014  01 

12.  Falrcbild  ft   Northeastern.. 

13.  Green   Bay   ft   Western 

16.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    ft 

SuDcrlor 

16,797  6S 
460,047  88 

67,697  14 

16.  Hazelhurst   &  Southeastern 

17.  lola    &    Northern 

16,712  61 
4,868  91 

18.  Kewaunee,  Green  B.  &  W. 

19.  Marinette,   Tom.   ft   West... 

20.  Mpolls.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M. 

21.  Northern   Pacific   

94,620  07 

64,112  87 

1.581,916  25 

369.266  68 

22.  Northwestern  Coal   Ry.  Co. 

23.  Stanley,   Merrill   ft  Phillips 

24.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

25.  W  isconsln  Central  

20,700  08 

130,244  93 

192.629  M 

4,449.288  94 

48,680  0 

27,119  44 

26.  Wisconsin  Western  

27.  La  Crosse  ft   Southeastern. 

28.  Roddis  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co.. 

29.  Mineral  Poitn  ft  Northern.. 

17,422 
65,175 

139,376 
902.539 

3.00 
13.84. 

6.174  89 
89.642  26 

Totals  omitted  on  account  of  incompleteness  of  reports. 
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WISCONSIN,  190&-ContiDued. 
Traffic. 


Average 
amount  re- 
ceived for 

each  ton 
of  freight. 

Average 

receipts 

per  ton 

per  mile. 

Estimated 

cost  of 

carrying 

one  too 

one  mile. 

Total 

freight 

earnings. 

$29,274  96 

83,060  82 

11,691,641  66 

11,143.967  63 

4,068,431  81 

Freight 
earninss 
per  mue 
of  road. 

Freight 

earnings 

per  train 

mile. 

No. 

$0.36271 
.53166 

$.0247t) 
.01563 

$.01899 

$1.93196 

972  86 

6,769  42 

6.186  66 

6,884  68 

$3.06288 
.77666 
2.68606 
2.64806 
1.87766 
0.80166 

1.27982 

.00888 
.00739 

1.01042 

► 

.06865 

88,069  84 

66,876  16 

27.068  40 

216,772  63 

1,062.398  38 

16,767  63 

460.047  88 

57.697  14 

15,712  61 

4,868  91 

94,520  07 

54,112  87 

1,584.342  94 

370,308  96 

20,700  08 

130,244  93 

192.629  04 

4,464,833  13 

48.680  29 

27.119  44 

6,174  39 

1,964  89 
72146 

3,309  09 

1,896  02 

27.922  86 

507  80 

2,000  21 

1,923  24 
1.428  41 
1,035  94 
2,575  48 
1.236  30 
4.454  66 
2,752  00 
2.587  51 
2,313  41 
2,610  85 
5,294  64 
936  70 

.40618 

.01310 
.03072 
.00761 
.00674 
.04929 
.01305 

.00489 
.10035 
.^9694 

0.72277 

.S0720 

.02900 

.60222 

1.10906 
8.28848 

1.16678 

11 

.67600 

.03362 

12 

1.39871 

1.69646 

2.68984 
2.99805 
0.41374 
1.93142 
0.26922 
2.92827 
2.16688 

IS 

.16408 

.48601 

.15384 

16 

16 

.46563 

17 

.53726 

.01562 

18 

.S0483 

.05749 
.00516 
.01018 
.02445 
.01657 
.01580 
.06467 
.02276 

19 

.84751 

20 

.18383 

21 

.06588 

22 

.43621 

.01861 

28 

.43238 

2.16927 
2.09490 
1.40423 

24 

1.09294 

26 

.96628 

26 

27 

.35400 

.04430 

.04392 

.04430 

dM  44 

28 

.60824 

39,642  26-          1,295  50 

1.02818 

29 

• 

1 
1 

1                        I 
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PASSBKGEB  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC, 

Passenger  and 


Name  of  Company 


Passen^i 

and 

freight 

revenue. 


PasseoRer 

and 

freight 

revenae 

per  mile 

of  road. 


Pasaenger 

and 

freight 

earnings. 


Passenger 
and 
freight 
eaminr 


per  mile 
of  road. 


1. 
2. 
8. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
U. 
12. 
13. 

14. 
16. 
IC 

17. 

1&. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
2S. 
U. 
26. 
2S. 
27. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chi.,   Mil.   ft  St.   Paul 

Chicago    &    Northwestern.. 

Chicago^  St.  Paul,  Minneap- 
olis Jk  Omaha  

Chi.,  Li.  S.  ft  Eastern 

Illinois   Central    

Drnnunond  ft  Southwestern 

Dnluth,  8.  S.  ft  Atlantic... 

Fairchlld  ft  Northeastern.. 

Great   Northern    

Green  Bay  ft  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  ft 
Superior 

Hazelhnrst  ft  Southeastern 

lola  ft  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft 
Western    

Marinette.  Tomahawk  A 
Western    

MpollB.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  9.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

Stanley,  Merrill   ft  Phillips 

Wisconsin  ft  Michi0an 

Wis^'onsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western    

La  Orosse  ft  Southeastern. 

Roddis  Lbr.  ft  Veneer  Co.. 

Mineral  Point  ft  Northern.. 


|32,ie6  06 

61,823  61 

15,032,624  93 

14,610.315  72 

6,573,651  54 


103,669  52 


328,887  47 

20,374  06 

1,141.629  51 

576,632  79 

57,929  14 

15,866  06 

6.419  42 

120,412  92 

58,639  08 

1,905.602  55 

534,690  64 


138.267  51 

217,423  53 

5,620.875  26 

62.967  56 


6.174  39 
45.756  21 


Totals  • 


12,12181 
1,908  80 
8,708  92 
8,100  58 

7,896  06 


1,186  36 


2,874  86 

614  36 

80,289  99 

2.567  26 

1,930  97 
1,442  37 
1.365  83 

3,28100 

1.339  70 
5.357  98 
8,978  62 


2.455  90 
2,946  90 
6.68126 
1,212  00 


617  44 
1,495  30 


$32,873  88 

67,772  24 

16,349,087  18 

15.367,564  77 

5,824,007  38 


123,992  80 


868,088  00 

21.968  66 

1,157,637  09 

603,741  35 

57,929  14 

16.032  49 

6.702  83 

125.342  11 

59.973  20 

2.007.866  40 

661,006  26 


188.334  12 

217,423  53 

5,874,723  94 

78,701  81 


6,174  39 
46,576  08 


12,168  46 
1,998  80 
9.406  12 
8,624  86 

7,727  28 


1,8&7  93 


8,091  68 
668  44 

80,714  70 
2,683  80 

1,980  87 
1,467  48 
1,426  18 

3,416  32 

1,370  18 
5,645  47 
4,16918 


2,467  09 
2,946  90 
6,982  99 
1,418  16 


617  44 
1,622  09 


*  Totals  omitted  on  account  of  incomplete  reports. 
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BTC.  WISCONSIN,  I906.-Contlnued. 
Freight  TrafDc. 


Oro88 

Income 

GroM 
eamiags 

from 
operation. 

earoiDffs 
from 
operation 
per  mile 
of  road. 

Expenses. 

Expenses 
per  mile 
of  road. 

Income 
from 
operation. 

from 
operation 
per  mile 
of  road. 

No. 

$34,812  84 

$2,263  34 

$22,613  18 

$1,485  04 

$11,799  16 

$778  31 

1 

67,772  24 
16,400,416  84 

1.993  30 

2 

9.60106 

9,677,482  94 

6.546  38 

6,881,933  90 

8,967  70 

8 

16.396,421  64 

8.646  36 

9,674,282  93 

6,369  79 

6,721,138  61 

3,175  66 

4 

■6.923.069  66 

7.868  66 

3,792.642  30 

6.032  03 

2,130,427  36 

2,826  26 

6 

82,667  92 

4.260  47 

60.809  91 

3,137  77 

21,758  01 

1,122  70 

6 

124.861  28 

1.367  33 

147,415  71 

1.614  46 

•22,564  43 

•247  12 

7 

27.068  40 

3,309  09 

25.678  02 

3.139  12 

1.390  38 

169  97 

8 

363.644  64 

8.096  44 

306,616  40 

2.684  67 

47,028  24 

41177 

9 

22.204  66 

672  86 

16.674  10 

606  28 

4,275  67 

129  56 

10 

1,281.666  60 

34.006  48 

612,872  46 

16.260  87 

668,794  16 

17,744  61 

11 

609,370  52 

2,708  31 

392,713  61 

1.746  39 

216,656  91 

962  92 

12 

60.969  14 

2.032  30 

51.969  21 

l.g2  30 

8.999  93 

299  99 

18 

16,032  49 

1.467  49 

6,677  85 

8.706  16 

79146 

14 

6.702  83 

1,426  13 

4,947  45 

1,062  65 

1.755  38 

373  48 

16 

126,726  80 

3.463  05 

85,908  90 

2.340  84 

40,817.99 

1,112  21 

16 

60.028  20 

1,371  44 

53,826  25 

1.229  72 

6,202  95 

14171 

17 

•2,015.096  67 

6.666  79 

1.036,407  60 

2.914  04 

988,265  52 

2,778  68,    18 

595.408  26 

4,424  85 

515,430  IS 

3,830  49 

79.978  08 

594  36 

19 

20,700  08 

2.587  51 

20.405  56 

2.650  69 

294  52 

36  82 

20 

140.341  29 

2.492  74 

50,731  81 

90110 

26,90106 

477  82 

21 

246.828  77 

3,345  44 

141.626  18 

1,919  54 

105,202  59 

1.426  89 

22 

6.913.149  14 

7.028  67 

3,870,845  69 

4,601  08 

2,042,303  45 

2.427  69 

23 

73,701  81 

1,418  16 

42.615  52 

820  00 

31.086  29 

598  16 

24 

67.742  81 



28,082  95 

89.669  86 

25 

6,174  30 

I 

26 

46.732  82 
1 

1,527  211 

60.523  00 

1,977  87 

•13.790  18 

•46  07 

27 

• .  •  • 

•  Deficit. 

I 
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Bepobt  of  the  Kailroad  Commibsion. 


PASSENGER  AND   FREIGHT  TRAFFIC,  WISCONSIN,  1908.-ContliiQed. 

Tr&ln  Mileagep  Etc. 


Name  of  Company. 


Miles  raa  by 

paifleocrer 

traios. 


Miles  run 

by  freight 

trains. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  O.. 

Illinois    Central    

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon   &  Superior.. 

Hazelh'urst  &  Southeastern 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western.... 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

Minneapolis.  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  M. 

Northern   Pacific    

Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

WlsronRin    Central    

Wisconsin  Western    

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


3,823,279 

3,762,876 

1.862,799 

61,281 

149,858 

76,606 

138,112 

17,176 


364,982 

154,478 

83,875 

1,469.662 


Totals  • 


I- 


9.668 


4,263,784 

4,108.176 

1,887,962 

62,8U 

196,467 

127.013 

180,492 

4,276 


604.828 

1^,466 

89.210 

2.096.302 


Miles  ran 

by  mixed 

trains. 


368,188 

270.3S1 

278,606 

28,388 


84 

101,418 


6,240 
11,768 
48,938 
20,099 
176,302 
28,489 

27,641 
84,067 


•  Totals  omitted  on  account  of  incomplete  reports. 


Keport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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PASSENGER   AND    FREIGHT    TRAFFIC,    WISCONSIN.    I906.-Coiitlnued, 

Train  Mileage,  Eac. 


Name  id  Company. 

Total  mile- 
age of  traiat 
earning 
reTonue . 

Miles  run  by 

bwi  ching 

trains. 

Miles  run  by 
oonstrno- 
tion  and 

other  trains. 

Grand 

total  train 

mileage. 

Abbotsford  &  NortheaBtern  ... 

9,558 

42,568 

7,985,195 

8,136,871 

8,624,356 

9,568 

Abnapee  &  Western  

42,568 

Chi..  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul... 

7,935,196 

Chicago   ft    Northwestern    .... 
€bi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  ft  Omaha 
Chi.,  Lake  Shore  ft  Eastern... 

2,310,652 

754,866 

126,200 

8,647 

11,414 

979,094 

238,396 

61,320 

1,842 

14,082 

1           16.313 

11.426,617 

4,617,680 

187,580 

Illinois  Central   

162,875 

345,815 

208,742 

420,016 

21,450 

5,240 

11,768 

48,988 

20,009 

1,146,112 

825.373 

173.065 

8,503,505 

34,667 

88,556 

167,864 

Dulnth.  S.  S.  ft  Atlantic  ....  . 
Great   Northern    

870,761 
2,220*066 

Green  Bay  ft  Western  

420,016 

Hawthorne,   Nebag.  ft  Sup'r... 
Haselhurst  ft  Southeastern   ... 

8,600    1             4,500 

34,460 
5,240 

lola  ft  Northern    

1 

11,768 

Kewaunee.   Green  Bay  ft  W... 

1 

48,938 

Marinette,    Tomahawk   ft  W... 

2,484 

22,588 

Mpls.,   St.   P.  ft  S.   Ste.   M 

21,357 

1,167,460 

Northern   Pacific    

17,480 

342.858 

Wisconsin  ft  Mlchiean   

21,683 
474.088 

89,720 
411.007 

234,488 

Wisconsin   Central    

4,479,540 

Wisconsin   Western    

34,607 

Mineral  Point  ft  Northern   .... 



38,566 

Totals^    ....• 

^  Totals   omitted   on   account  of   Incomplete   reports. 
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BSPOBT    OF    THE    RaILROAD    COMMISSION. 


PASSBNGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 

Car  Milease« 


Name  of  Company . 

;      Mileage 

of  loaded 

freight  ears 

—north  or 

east. 

• 

Mileage 

of  loaded 

freight  cars 

—south  or 

west. 

Mileage 

of  empty 

freight  cars 

— north  or 

east. 

1 

Mileage 

of  empty 

freight  cars 

—south  or 

west. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 
9    AhnflnpA  At.    ^'(^Ktprn      

2,306 

45.670 

48,287 

879^ 

3.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

4.  Chicago  &   Northwestern    .. 

5.  Chi.,   St.   P.,   Mplfl.  &  0.*. 

6.  Illinois  Central   

7.  Dulnth.  S.  S.  &.  Atlantic  .. 

8.  Great   Northern    

9.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

10.  Hawthorne,   Nebag.  &  Sup. 

11.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

12.  lola  &   Northern    

I*'!*.'.*!!!!!.*! 

38,242,136 

14,183,355 

321,953 

1,166,581 

3,119,848 

1,141,126 

60,060 

7,510 

1,959 

184,416 

39,592,5ei 

ie,0«2,067 

320.348 

591,498 

1.094,435 

1,564.863 

102,734 

981 

8,046 

182,839 

17,991,847 

7,111.678 

156,509 

349,943 

284,525 

815,878 

102,660 

961 

1,916 

83,643 

16,771,709 

4.187,448 

188,180 

864,418 

2.171,829 

180,596 

60,950 

7.610 

706 

13.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A  W. 

14.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  Sc  W. 

22.11S 

15.  MplB.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 
Ifl.  Northern   Pacific   

8,712,975 

766,866 

161,540 

20.822,127 

185,225 

9,799,884 

1,«22.8S0 

294,852 

21,987,1M 

99,847 

2.456.948 
665,694 
284,553 

9,241. £f)^ 
23.404 

1 ,477.866 
465,676 

17.  Wisconsin   &   Michigan    .... 

18.  Wisconsin   Central    

48,516 

6,7S6.8SB 

19.  Wisconsin  Western    

57.480- 

Totals' 

1  Proportional. 

•Totals   omitted   on  account  of  Incomplete  reports. 


Repokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCX)NSIN,  I906.-Continued. 
Tonnage,   Etc. 


Average 

number 

freight  cars 

in  train. 

Average 

numbar 

of  loaded 

cars  in 

traiu. 

Average 

nnmber 

of  empty 

cars  in 

traiu. 

Average 

number 

cf  tous  of 

fi>»ight 
iu  train. 

1 

Average 
number 

of  fJOUB  of 

freight  iu 
each  loaded 
car. 

MUeage 

upon  which 

based. 

So. 

lO.OO 

5.00 

6.00 

124.00 

26.00 

16.16 

84.00 

1,727.11 

1,801.61 

768. TO 

01.31 
114.81 

87.60 
226.00 

80.00 

11.00 
4.TO 

38.70 

43.Tr 
355.66 
134.56 

73.78 
841.29 

51.97 

1 
2 

3 

25.5» 
19.21 
10.23 
15.21 
62.51 

17.80 

13.96 

7.05 

9.00 

83.17 

7.7S 
6.28 
8.18 
6.21 
19.8i 

286.91 

253.86 

64.87 

144.S1 

1,439.81 

16.07 
18.16 
7.79 
16.04 
48.89 

4 
5 
« 
7 
8 
0 

16.18 
3.00 

7.58 
1.62 

7.50 
1.62 

139.64 
29.36 

21.22 

17.86 

10 
11 
19 

18 

14 

29.00                 24.00 
20.54     '              13.02 

8.2S                    5.11 
27.68                  20.16 

9.09                    6.78 

6.00 
6.62 
8.17 
7.62 
2.81 

392.30 
212.35 
136.63 
323.68 
61.69 

17.00 

16.25 

26.00 

16.08 

9.10 

15 

16 
17 
18 
19 

COS 


Bepobt  of  tke  Raiucoad  Comassiov. 


WISCONSIN  FBEIOHT  TBA 

Preiipht  Tndllc  Morement  in  Wi^uxiD^m  (companies'  Baterial  excluded)  as  repor 


1. 
i. 
z. 

A. 
6. 

«. 

7. 

8. 

(>. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
LI. 
14. 
15. 
W. 
17. 
H. 
11', 
20. 
21. 


Graiii. 


Name  of  Company. 


Fr«i«ht 
orixinatiiiff 
oo  this  road 


in 

tons.) 


Preicht 

*dfroi 

this  road 

orifiaatinff 

oauideof 

Wis.  and  aU 

other  fre  vht 

rreeived  from 

conneeting 

RMds  and 

otlier 


Alin»p4>e  Jb  Western  

i.'liicaffo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

("hicajTO  Sc  Northwestern   

Chicatro,  St.  Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omahn. 

Illinois   Central    

niiliitb.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

Fflirrhild  &   Northeastern 

r;rr*en  Bay  Jb  Western 

Iluwthorne,    Neba^amon  &  Superior 

Ilflzeihurst  &   Southeastern 

lola  it  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  Western 

Marinette,  Tomahawlc  &  We»tern 

Minneapolis.  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern  Pacific   

Stanley,    Merrill   ft   Phillips 

Wisconsin  ft  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin  Western  

Bny field.    Lake  Shore  ft  Western   

Mineral  Point  ft  Northern 


6.] 

3S8.061 

220.122 

138,24» 

75» 

1.145 

1,280 

37.309 


150 
12.126 


Total 


902.480 

162 .088 
286 
lOT 
56.996 
390 
106 
564 


1.323.891 


ners. 

(whole 

tons.) 


4» 


904.939 

36,646 

3.646 

11,948 

110 

28,630 

600 

234 


97,937 
1,276 

2,700 

406,231 

186 

855 

89.206 

661 


35 


812,716 


Not  irlven. 


Eepobt  of  the  Bailboad  Commission. 
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FFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906. 

ted  to  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin  for  the  year  ending  June  80,  1906. 


i 

Flour. 

TuUl  Freight  Tonnage. 

\ 

Freight 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

\ 

rec'd  from 
this  ruad 

, 

originating 

1        Freight 

outside  of 

originating 
on  this  road 

Wis.,  and  all 

No. 

1 

other  freight 

1 
1 

in  Wisconsin 

rec'd  fntm 

Whole  tons. 

1    Per  cent. 

1 

1 

(Whoe 
tons.) 

connecting 
rosds  and 
other  car- 
riers . 
( W  hole 
tons.) 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

6,684 

10.80 

96 

484 

588 

.94 

888,661 

5.91 

101,968 

• 

101,968 

1.97 

486,061 

5«32 

15,542 

58,184 

78,676 

.98 

174,895 

8.26 

20,678 

877 

21,566 

1.01 

4,898 

3.88 

870 

1,704 

2,074 

1.97 

12,498 

4.65 

6,946 

9,780 

16,688 

6.07 

1,380 
65,939 

1.90 

18.09 

3,145 

7,000 

10,154 

2.7D 

600 

.19 

.18 

1.06 

22.34 

70 

58 
494 
968 

70 

58 

494 

2,975 

.02 

.06 

3.50 

1.44 

284 

M 

150 

U 

40.068 

1,607 

U 

1,276 

1.80 
16.3d 

88 

6,969 

83 
268,391 

.08 
14.09 

U 

806,180 

257.422 

14 

665,269 

81.35 

8,268 

4,393 

12,661 

.70 

U 

472 

.26 

65 

278 

843 

.18 

16 

968 

.28 

27 

900 

927 

.27 

17 

146,148 

8.68 

2,607 

278,518 

281,019 

6.97 

18 

1«051 

2.26 

164 

721 

886 

1.91 

18 

108 

.40 
4.40 

81 
80 

81 
960 

.11 
1.78 

m 

649 

229 

n. 

8,186,607 

7.71 

418,868 

870,619 

789,487 

2.86 

•  •  ■  • 

45— R.  R. 
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Bepobt  of  TB£  Razlkoad  Co] 


■  'IK  :ki 


FREIGHT  TBAFFIC  MOVEMENT 


Other  MiU 


Name  of  ComiMny. 


Freight 

oricinatiiis 

OQ  this  road 

in  WueoDsio 

(Whole 

tons.) 


FiBicfat 
ree'd  from 
this  road 
originating 
oataide  of 
•  Wis.,  and  aU 
other  f reicht 
receiyed  from 
I    oocneetina 
roada  and 
o^ercar^ 


nera. 
(Whole 

tons.) 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

6. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
U. 
12. 
18. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 


Ahnapee   Jb   Western    

Chicago,,   Milwaukee  Jb  St.  Paul 

Chlc'asro  A  Northwestern   

<liieaj?o,  St.  Paul,   Minneapolis  A  Omaha. 

Illinois   Central    

Dalutb,   South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fflirehild  A  Northeastern   

Green  Bay  A  Western 

Hawthorne,   Neba^amon  A  Superior  

Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern    , 

lola  A  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A  Western 

Marinette.   Tomahawk  A  W^estern , 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  A  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern   Pacific   

Stanley,   Merrill  A  Phillips 

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central 

Wisconsin    Western 

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  A  W 

Mineral  Point  A  Northern 


70,292 
22,780 

9,901 
180 

1.314 


78,562    I 
4,140 
99 


Total 


.^. ..... 

561 
1,306 
5,437 

116 


404 


54 

6,187 

2.666 

139 


27,666 
48 


12 


110,844 


*  Not  given. 


Eepobt  of  the  Raixeoad  Commission. 
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IN  WISCONSIN,  100&-Contlnued. 


Prodacts 

. 

Hay 

1 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wisconsin. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Freight 
reoeiyed  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
receiT<»d  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

« 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

6.047 

84,860 

80,138 

51,684 

378 

2.06 

1,120 

7,872 

6.047 

84,860 

46,180 

52,067 

1,107 

8,156 

1,120 

7,445 

642 

340 

10 

16,060 

644 

10,429 

4,283 

402 

146 

24,316 

30 

204 

162 

U.28 

.64 

.68 

2.60 

.01 

1.16 

1.00 

2.04 

.90 

.28 

.07 

0.46 

.66 

.56 

.24 

.26 

.04 

.60 

.06 

..11 
1.04 

1 

70,292 

88,445 

10,462 

1,486 

6,751 

116 

1.06 
1.11 

.40 
1.13 
2.46 

.17 

1 

ijooi" 

1,288 

824 

2.050 

8 
8 

i 
5 
6 
7 

73 

642 

340 

10 

1,021 

644 

1,983 

3,482 

8 

0 

404 

.06 

10 

11 

15.048 

11 

54 

.06 

4.53 

.38 

.13 

18 

84,740 

6,806 

233 

8,406 
801 
402 

14 

15 
16 

146 
780 

17 

20,784 
54 

.74 
.12 

.14 

28,536 

80 

294 

10 

18 
19 

0 

20 

21 

148 

21 

299,671 

1.06 

101,816 

21,280 

212,606 

77 

•  ■  •  • 
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Befobt  of  the  Eailboad  COHMISSIOir. 


FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT  IN 


Tobacco. 

Freight 

receiyed  from 

this  road 

originating 

Freight 

outside  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originatibg 
on  this  road 

Wis.,    and  all 

other  freight 
receired  from 

in  Wisconsin . 

(Whole 

connecting 
roads  and 

tons.) 

other  car- 

riers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

1.  Chicago.  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

41,766 
6,4S1 

,   '         1 

8.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  

710 

9.  Chicago,  St.  Panl,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

47 

14 

4.  Illinois  Central   

&3 

848 

13 

f.  Green  Bay  ft  Western  

•6.  Haselhnrst  ft  Sontheastern  

Q 

7.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  Western 

85 

402 

9,953 

S.  Wisconsin  Central  

S68 

V.  Wisconsin  Western  

158 

Total 

61,837 

1,160 

^Not  given. 


Bepobt  of  the  Eailboad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN,  190&-Continiied. 


Cotton. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wisconsin. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Freight 
received  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,    and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

> 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

41,708 

.04 
.00 
.01 
.06 
.10 

1 

1 

1 

7.141 

Wt 

104 

lAl 

t- 

01 

s 

08 

4 

848 

c 

9 

8- 

86 

.09 

.09 

6.18 

7 

07D 

a 

9,400 

d" 

69,487 

19 

87 

104 

m 

* 
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Repobt  of  the  Eailboad  Commission. 


WISCONSIN  FRBIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


Pmit  and 


Freight 
orifinatinff 
on  ttxia  road 
ill  Wiaconsin. 

(Whole 
tons.) 


1. 

Z. 

B. 

4. 

5. 

4. 

7. 

8, 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
U. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
SO. 
21. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

ChlcafiTo,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern   

Chicago,   St.  Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Illinois  Central    

Duluth,  South  Shore  ft  Atlantic 

Falrchlld  A  Northeastern 

Green  Bay  ft  Western  

Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  &   Superior 

Hflzelhurst  ft  Southeastern   

lola  ft  Northern   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  Western  

Marinette,  Tomahawk  ft  Western 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  ft  Snult  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern   Pacific  

Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips  

WIsconsn  ft  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin    Western    

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  ft  Western 

Mineral  Point  ft  Northern  


Total 


Froiffht 
received  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
reoeived  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


874 

117,173 

184,258 

40,048 

735 

178 

1,S59 

43,839 


2,660 
5,974 


9,773 

8,551 

115 

5S8 

114. TOR 

152 

37 

1 


30,888 

6,055 

904 

3,045 

40 

13,0S7 

16 

90 

5.857 

3,633 

88 

8,756 

5,300 

19 

651 

14.S36 

211 


94 


686,977 


88.2S0 


♦Not  given. 


Keport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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MOVEMENT,  1905-ContInued. 


Vegetables. 

Live  Stock.                    «. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 

Freight  re- 
ceiy'ed  from 
this  road 
originating 
oatside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

1 

Per  cent. 

No. 

874 
117,173 

1.41 
1.80 
2.70 
2.18 
1.24 
1.17 
2.00 
15.60 
.01 

.or 

61.43 
5.35 
.09 
.72 
.49 
.07 
.35 
3.21 
.78 
.14 
.17 

1,329 

156,948 

121,177 

30,170 

14,435 

268 

396 

10,324 

15 

3 

590 

2,573 

201 

1,590 

156.948 

182,198 

34,474 

15,085 

578 

396 

17,089 

20 

12 

596 

3,233 

2.47 
2.41 
1.66 
1.63 
11.43 
.21 

.sr 

4.69 

.01 

.01 

4,29 

1.80 

1 

2 

215,247 

46,103 

1,639 

3,223 

1,399 

11,021 

4,3M 

650 

320 

3 

4 
6 
6 
7 

56,876 

16 

90 

8,526 

6,765 
5 
9 

8 

9 

10 

11 

9,507 
88 

660 

12 
13 

13,529 

8,800 

134 

5,568 
946 

68 

439 
1,165 

6,007 

2,111 

68 

.32 
.12 
.05 

14 
15 
16 

1.180 

17 

129,239 

383 

37 

19,659 
4,354 

12,282 
69 

31,941 
4,423  , 

.79 
9.53 

13 
19 
20 

25 

730 

SO 

760 

5.22 

21 

614,227 

2.22 

369.547 

37,920 

406.709 

1.47 

•  ■  •  • 
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Befobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


- 

Dressed 

Freight 

received 

from  thia 

road  oriffi' 

Freierht 

natinr  oat- 

Name  of  Compaay . 

orifrinating 

side  Wis., 

on  this  road 

and  all 

in  Wiwson- 

other 

ain.  (Whole 

freight  re- 

tons.) 

ceived  from 

connecting 

roads  and 

other  carriers. 

• 

(Whole  tons.) 

1.  Cblcaffo,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

2,1£4 

1 

S.  Qilcago  ft  Northwestern   

71,716 

8,754 

8.  Chlcaffo.  St.  Paul.  MlnneaDolls  ft  Omaha 

88 

82 

4,  Illinois  Central  

6.  DuLuth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

8,974 

6.  Hawthorne,  Nebaeamon  ft  Superior 

88 

7.  Hazelhurst  ft  Southeastern  

420 

8.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

16,885 

687 

9.  Northern    Pacific    

1,010 

10.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips 

9 

11.  Wisconsin  Central  

988 

2 

47 
9 

5,297 

12.  Wisconsin  Western  

68 

18.  Bayfield.  Lake  Shore  ft  W 

14.  Mineral  Point  ft  Northern  

4 

Total   

91,942 

15,218 

>  Not  ^ven. 
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HOVBMBNT,  1905--Coiitlnned. 


Meats. 

Other  Packing  House  products 

• 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wiscon 

sin.    (Whole 

tons). 

Freight  re- 
ceived from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
coads  and 
other  car- 

Totel Freight  Tonnage. 

1 
• 

1 
Whole  tons.'    Percent. 

i 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

1 
J 

riers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

2,124 

75,470 

66 

.08 
.01 

20,896 

1,8B7 

2,867 

18 

1 

"*i,8a6"' * 

5,850 

20,895 

8,147 

8,217 

13 

.81 
.M 
.89 
.01 

8,074 

1.45 
.01 
.83 

.as 

.CfT 
.07 
.16 
.12 
.17 
.09  . 

28 

4 

258 

1,067 

874 

18 

16,008 

90 

4 

258 

1,694 

801 

48 

16.V1 

91 

4S0 

.20 
.09 
.06 
.06 
.40 
.20 

17,822 

1,964 

108 

6,285 

65 

47 

687 

617 

24 

228 

1 

10 
11 
12 
18 

18 

9 

9 

.06 

14 

107,156 

39 

26,604 

24.548 

51,062 

.18 

.... 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


Ponltryi  Game 


Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tous. ) 


Freight 
received 
from  thid 
road  origi- 
nating OQt- 
side  Wis., 
and  all 
other 
freight  re- 
oeiyed  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole  tons.) 


1.  Ahnapee  &  Western   

2.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

3.  Chicago  &  Northwestern   

4.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha.. 
6.  Illinois  Central  

6.  Dulnth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

7.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

8.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

9.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

10.  Northern  Pacific   

11.  Wisconsin  Central   

12.  Wisconsin    Western    

13.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W 

14.  Mineral   Point  &  Northern 


Total 


10 
1,577 
3,244 
2.062 


4,143 

1,505 

213 

15 

81 

28 


13,821 


1 

I  •  ■      ■  •  •  ■ 

2,957 
130 


257 

89 

2,281 

«.-,ji38 

090 

1,672 

1 


10,315 


1  Not  given. 
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HOVEMBNT,  190&-Continued. 


and  FisH. 

Wool. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 

Freight  re 
ceived  from 

this  road 
originating 
oatside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

10 

.00 
.02 
.08 
.10 

I 

l.STT 
6,201 
9,182 

8.313 

342 

207 

23 

1 

676"" 

24 

2,813 

1,017 

231 

23 

.04 
.01 

.01 

.02 

1.62 

.01 

2 
3 

4 
5 

257 

.00 
1.16 
2.1] 

.14 

.04 

.04 

.06 
3.51 

.01 

4,456 

4,456 
38 

6 

4,232 

3,787 

38 

7 

8 

2,651 
705 

02 

1,010 

3,937 

570 

8 

1,111 
3,987 

aor 

113 

.06 
.2Q 

.oe 

.24 

9 
10 

1.653 

29 

961 

228 
105 

H 
12 
IS 

9 

1 

1 

.01 

14 

24.137 

.00 

3.344 

10,098 

14.042 

•   .05 

•  •  •  • 
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WISCONSIN  FBmOHT  TBAFSIC 


Name  of  Company 


Hides  and 


Freierht 
oriffinating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.) 


Freight 
received 
from  this 
road  ori^i- 
natinffoat- 
stde  Wis  , 
and  all 
other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole  tons.) 


1.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

2.  (Hiicaero,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

8.  Chicago  &  Northwestern  

4.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 
6.  Illinois  Central   

6.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

7.  Falrchlld  &  Northeastern  

8.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

9.  lola  &  Northern  

10.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

11.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

12.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 
18.  Northern    Pacific    

14.  Northwestern    Coal   Ry 

15.  Wisconsin    Central    , 

16.  Wisconsin   Western    

17.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern  


Total 


05 

n,eoi 

28,gM 

171 


1,810 


6,801 
51 

4 


49,808 


13,856 

162 

196 

21 


572 

8,918 

176 


11,196 

i' 


28.507 


*  Report  not  given. 
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MOVBMiaNT,  18Q6-Continaed. 


Leather. 


Anthracite  Coal. 


Total  Freight  tonnage. 


"Whole  tons. 


Percent. 


Freight 

originating 

on  this 

road  in 

Wisconsin . 

(Whole  tons.) 


Frei^lit  re- 

ceived 
from  this 
road  origi- 
nating out- 
side Wis- 
consin and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads   and 
other  car- 
riers,   c  Whole 
tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


05 

17,691 

87.860 

838 

196 

21 


867 
4,788 


16,997 

a 

6 
78,495 


.10 

.27 
.47 
.08 
.15 


.87 
.86 
.01 


.48 
.11 
.08 

88 


891,108 
800,480 
125,924 


6,960 


87 
'281646' 


8 

18 

919,980 


303 

'4,098' 
000 

8.997 

178 

81 

6,667 
131 


115 

29.558 

198,727 


38,800 

284 

3.068 

285,837 


808 

891,108 

864,582 

126,530 

3,997 

178 

81 

12,626 

131 

840 

115 

29,585 

198,727 

28,040 

88,890 

848 

3,076 

1,198,557 


Per  cent . 


No. 


4.32 


.49 

1 

6.08 

8 

4.50 

8 

5.97 

4 

3.03 

5 

.or 

0 

.12 

7 

8.46 

8 

.94 

9 

.19 

10 

.12 

11 

1.58 

18 

11.09 

IS 

12.06 

14 

.96 

15 

.62 

10 

21.13 

17 

V12 


Report  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 


WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


1. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
18. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

Chicago  &  NorthweRtern   

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  A.  Eastern  

Illinois   Central    

Duhith,   South  Shore  &  Atlantic   

Falrchild  &  Northeastern   

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,    Nebagnmon  &  Superior 

lola  Sc  Northern   

Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western   

Marinette,   Tomahawk  &  Western 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern  Pacific   

Northwestern   Coal    

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western  , 

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  


Total 


1  Not  given. 


Bitamiiioii» 


Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wiscon* 

Bio.    (Whole 

tons.) 


428,819 
687,489 
200.117 


39,765 
38,878 


204,381 

279 

2,873 


5 
204 

189 


1,537,625 


Freight  re- 
ceivea  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  or 
Wisoonsin  and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceiTed  front 
connee  ing 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers.  (Whole 
tons.) 


4,920 

1 


66,601 

19,5Sr 

2,818 

82,785 

F.S22 

689 

14,513 

44 

315 

61 

1,050 

.32,734 

288,180 


3.140 

23,643 

358.436 

140 


2.340 


844.858 


Report  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 
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MOVEMENT,  1906-Contlnued. 


Coal. 

Coke. 

• 
Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 

Fraight 
treceived  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin  and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole 
(tons.) 

• 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

5.146 

423.819 

684.150 

219,704 

2,318 

32,785 

8.32 
6.53 
8.67 

10.87 
.35 

24.83 

1.21 

.96 

14.88 

.01 

2.27 

21.71 
1.07 
1.75 

15.98 

87.94 
1.86 
7.60 

I 

83.536 

66,069 

1,806 

t 

i9;i52"'" 

23,239 

83,636 
84,241 
26,046 

1.29 
1.06 
1.18 

354 

179 

17 

119 

364 

179 

17 

119 

.27 
.07 
.02 
.03 

3.322 

669 

64,278 
44 

215 

11 

38,939 

1,050 

32,734 

12 

13 

964 
19.248 

964 
21,032 

.05 
1.17 

14 

288,190 

204.381 

3  419 

'""  *i,784 

15 
16 

17 

25  916 

• 

13 

368,-136 
145 

8.89 
.31 

2,710 

1 

1,733 

4,443 

.11 

19 
20 

204    1             .75       1 
2.529    1          17.37 

' 

21 

* 

22*'" 

22 

.15 

22 

j 

2,382.483 

8.59 

154,925 

65,017 

219.942 

.79 

.... 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  CompaDy. 


Ores. 


Freight 

orUrioating 

on  this  road 

in  Wip*»on- 

sio .    ( Whole 

tons.) 


Freight 
receivea  from 

this  road 
originating 
outeide  of 
WiaconBiu  and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


L  Ahnapee  &  Western 

2.  ChlcagOji  Milwaukee  ft  St.   Paul 

S.  Chicago  &   Northwestern 

4.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

5.  Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

C  Illinois  Central   

7.  Dnlnth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

8.  Qreen  Bay   &  Western 

9.  lola  St   Northern 

30.  Kewaunee*  Oreen  Bay  &  Western 

11.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

12.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie... 
12.  Northern  Pacific  

14.  Stanley,  Merrtll  &  Phillips 

15.  Wisconsin   A  Michigan 

IC  Wisconsin  Central  

17.  Wisconsin  Western  

18.  Mineral  Point  A  Northern 


Total 


167,919 

468,869 

17,416 


469 
841 


422.744 


1,064,818 


76 

48 

18,800 

100 


81.747 


747,202 

18 

1,451 

817,121 


•Not  glyen. 
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movement,  1905-Contlnned. 


Stone 

,  Sand  and  Other  LiJce  Articles. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Kreight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wi.Mcon- 

sin .    ( Whole 

tons.) 

Freight  re- 
ceived from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin  and 
nil  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

1,315 

396,117 

346,014 

14,541 

174 

• 

21,'625*"" 

1.139 

26,486 

841 

392 

2,781 

75 

432 

43 

1,961 

6.338 

63 

1,294 

4,094       1 

50 

12 

1,489 

396,117       ] 

367.039 

15,680 

26,486 

951 

82,041 

3,440 

75 

1,886 

43 

4,157 

19.553 

142 

1.656 

94.218 

50 

24 

2.41 

6.10 

4'.G0 
.74 

3.97 

.72 

11.66 

.94 

.64 

1.06 
.04 
.22 

1.08 
.06 
.49 

2.34 
.11 
.17 

1 

157,919 

463.934 

17,463 

13,800 

2.43 
5.81 
.82 
2.07 
42 
8.37 

2 
S 

4 
6 

559 
23,021 

ho'" 

31,649 
669 

6 

7 
8 

9 

i',454"" 

10 

u 

2,196 

13,215 

79 

362 

90,124 

12 

31,747 

1.76 

13 
14 

16 

1,169,946    1 
18 

29.01 

.04 

22.85 

16 
17 

3,327 

12 

1 

18 

1,881,734 

6.79 

897,847 

67,200 

965,047 

3.48 

46— R.   R. 
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WISCONSIN  FREI6ST  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


Lumber  and 


Freight 
oriffinatiofr 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 


Freight  re- 
ceived from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin  and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


1.  Abbotsford   &   Northeastern 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

3.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul.. 

4.  Chicago   &  Northwestern 

6.  Chicago,  St.   Paul,   Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

6.  Chicago,    Lake   Shore   &   Eastern 

7.  IlUnQis  Central 

8.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

9.  Drummond    &    Southwecrtern 

10.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

11.  Fairchild   &   Northeastern 

12.  Green   Bay  &  Western 

13.  Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

14.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

16.  lola   &   Northern 

16.  Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western 

17.  Marinette,   Tomahawk  &  Western 

18.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie.. 

19.  Northern   Pacific   

20.  Stanley,  Merrill   &  Phillips 

21.  Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

22.  Wisconsin    Central 

28.  Wisconsin  Western 

24.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  Northern 

26.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

26.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern , 


Total    

Supt.  not  given. 


61,260 

6.786 

,786,237 

,139,664 

376,663 


2,131 

41,680 

46,616 

96,712 

61,636 

36,736 

817,710 

124,210 

412 

8,209 

63.312 

747,431 

260.211 

178.998 

162.740 

668,926 

23,686 

24,870 

t41,680 

61 


7,260,244 


2,796 
3,622 

'413^064* 

112,990 

400 

14,228 

30,000 

■•••■••■• 

22,467 

146 

22,384 


284 

676 

19,687 

23,780 

48,963 

89.417 

263 

106,494 

218,782 

4,694 


130,000 
1,372 


1,168,138 


•  Logs,  70  per  cent. 

t  Logs,  72  per  cent;  lumber,  26  per  cent  of  total. 

t  Estimated. 

I  Logs,  66.68  per  cent ;  13.96  per  cent  lumber  and  shingles  of  total 


Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


Y17 


MOVEMENT,  I905.-Contiini€d. 


Forest  Products. 

Petroleum  and  Other  Oils. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 

Freight 
rec'd  from 
thi.4  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.f  and  all 
other  freight 
rec'd  from 
conoecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

No. 

64.045 

90.00 

15.05 

27.50 

31.96 

23.05 

.06 

12.39 

99.00 

99.27 

43.35 

88.26 

15.94 

•99.36 

t98.47 

7-12 

1 

9,307 

390 
.♦ 

i2;655  ■" 

7,932 
120 
764 

890 

8,570 

19,320 

8,093 

120 

820 

.63 
.13 
.24 
.38 
.02 
.62 

2 

1,786,237 

2,652.718 

488,543 

400 

8.670 

6,665 

161 

1 
4 
S 

16,369 
71,680 

66 

7 
8 

46,615 

1^ 

a9,179 

147 
97 
1,690 
89 
52 
12 

257 

147 
97 
1,760 
89 
62 
12 

662 

.06 

.14 
.48 
.02 
.04 
.09 
.31 

10* 

61.682 

It 

58,120 
317,710    J 

70 

12 
U 

124,494 

14 

968 

•••••••■•••••••• 

IB- 

27,746            15.47 
87,092              88.48 

306 

IS. 
17 

796,384 
349.628 
174,261 
271,234    1 

42.59 
29.39 
94.73 
$79.54 
21.77 
60.95 
91.81 
99.00 
9.77 

34 

1,759 

11 

6.442 

9,084 

64 

6,476 

10,843 

76 

.86 
.60 
.03 

18 
19< 
20 
21 

877.707 
28,280 
24,870 

679 
18 

7 

27.198 
258 

27,877 
276 

7 

.*69"" 

.69 
.03 

22 
2r 
24 

171.680 

2& 

1,423 

'^' 

27 

28 

.19 

26. 

8,418,382 

30.38 

18,336                  67,261 

66,614 

.31 

•  «  •  • 
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Repokt  of  the  Kailboad  Commissiox. 


WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


Sagar. 


Freight 
oriffioatinff 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   ( Whole 
tons.) 


Freight 

rec'd  from 

this  road 

originatinir 

ontaide  of 

Wi8.«  and  all 

other  freight 

rec'<^  from 

oonnectinc 

roads  and 

other  car- 

riers. 

(Whole 

:tons.) 


1.  Ahnapee  &  Western 

2.  Chicago  ft  Northwestern 

8.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  ft  Omaha. 

4.  Illinois  Central  

6.  Dnluth.  South  Shore  ft  Atlantic 

6.  Fairchild  ft  Northeastern 

7.  Ureen  Bay  ft  Western 

8.  Hazelhnrst  ft  Southeastern 

9.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  Western 

10.  Ifinneapolls,  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

IL  Northern   Pacific    

12.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips 

12.  Wisconsin  ft  Michigan 

14.  Wisconsin   Central    

15.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  ft  Western 


Total 


22,110 
6.893 


38 
83* 


4,9b6 
23 


713 

8 

33.924 


15 

1,281 

1,125 

1.496 

1,256 

109 

418 

24 

106 

8,848 

2.048 

4 

360 

9,206 


21,284 


Bepobt  of  ths  Kailboad  Commission. 
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MOVBMENT,  1905-Contlnued. 


Sugar. 

Naval  Stores. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 

Freight 
ree'd  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
ree'd  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole   tons. 

Per  cent. 

Whole   tons. 

• 
Per  cent. 

• 

No. 

15 

.02 
.29 
.34 
1.13 
.46 
.16 
.15 
.02 
.11 
.21 
.39 
.01 
.10 
.25 
.03 

- 

28.891 

64 

24 

88 

7.108 

1.495 

, 

••••••••••■••• 

1.266 

109 

466 

•*•••••*•••• 

24 

188 

8,848 

10 

7,014  ' 

11 

27 

It 

360 

18 

9.919 

' 

14 

8 

1ft 

65.208   J             .20       ' 

64 

24 

88 

720 


Kepobt  of  the  Railboab  Commissio>\ 


WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


1.  Ahnapee  ft  Weetern 

2.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

3.  Chicago   &  Northwestern 

4.  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

6.  Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

*$.  Illinois  Central  

7.  Dnlnth,  Sou  th  Shore  &  Atlantic 

8.  Green  Bay  &  Western 

9.  Hawthorne,  Nebagnmon  &  Superior 

10.  Minneapolis,  St  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

XL  Northern   Pacific   

12.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

18.  Wisconsin  &  Biichigan 

14.  Wisconsin  Central   

]j5.  Wisconsin  Western   

16.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  Western 

17.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total 


Iron,  Pig 


Freight 

originatiuff 

on  tnia  road 

in  VViBcoD- 

sio.    ( Whole 

tons.) 


321,317 
96.588 
18,828 

111,&49 


3,507 


7,304 
2.316 


3,036 


563.443 


Freight 
rec'd  xrom 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
rec'd  from 
connecting 
roads  ana 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


• 
46,668 


1,719 

171 

tl,190 


1 
8,869 
1,996 


4,084 


68,910 


•  Not  given. 
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MOVEMENT,  1905— Continued. 


and  Bloom. 

Iron  and  Steel  Rails. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

ia  Wiscon> 

sin.    ( Whole 

tons.) 

Freight 
rec'd  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
rec'd  from 
connecting 
roads  aua 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole 
tons. 

Percent. 

Whole  tons 

Per  cent. 

321,817 
141,246 

19,050 

113,26S 

171 

14,697 


1 

11,173 

4.312 


7,120 


632,365 


4.95 
1.77 

.90 
16.98 

.13 
5.36 


.60 
.24 


.18 


2.28 


39,046 

2,168 

63.326 


1,822 


1,288 
271 
549 


740 

38 

188 


109,429 


15 

• 

21,420 

2,445 

81,601 


343 


14,816 
1,137 

175 
8,862 
3,158 

287 


21 
134,280 


No. 


16 

60,466 

4,613 

144,926 


343 
1,822 


16,104 

1,406 

724 

8,862 

3,896 

329 

188 

21 

243,709 


.02 


.76 

.21 

21.73 


.12 
.49 


.86 
.06 
.38 
2.60 
.10 
.69 
.69 
.14 

.88 


1 

2 

8 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

ID 

U 

12 

IS 

14 

16 

16 

17 


722 
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WISCONSIN  FRBIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Other  Castings. 


Name  of  CompaDy 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 


Ahnapee  &.  Western  

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

Chicago    &    Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha.. 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois    Central     

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior  

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsn  Central  

Wisconsin  Western  

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  , 


Total 


Freight 
oHginatiog 
on  the  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 


105 

79,781 

71,626 

2,573 

6,076 

206 

905 

776 


8 
445 


i,7n 

1,855 
60 


5,538 
92 
73 
60 


172.039 


Freight  re- 

oelved 
from  this 
road  orlgi- 
natingontr 
side  Wis- 
consin and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


12.025 

6,604 

181.000 

807 

2,644 

1.238 

3 

15 

285 

91 

5,068 

2.274 

218 


10.356 
240 


167 


223,824 


iNot  given. 
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movement,  I906.-Contiiiaed. 


and  Machinery. 

Bar  and  Steel  Metal. 

• 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage, 

ceived 

Freight 

originating 

on  the 

from  this 
road  origi- 
nating oat- 
side  Wis- 
consin and 
all  other 

No. 

Whole 
tons. 

Per  cent. 

road  in 

Wisconsin. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(WhoJe 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

328 

.63 

1.23 

79,781 

f s'.oei" 

1 

6,062 

.06 

63,651 

1.05 

88,841 

26,421 

U6,262 

1.44 

9,237 

.43 

64 

284 

348 

.02 

187,676 

28.13 

156,182 

729 

166,911 

23.63 

1,013 

.77 

348 

800 

1,148 

.87 

3,639 

1.32 

1,626 

1.626 

.69 

2,014 

.55 

482 

663 

1.046 

.28 

3 

23 

.                .02 
.41 

••••■■•••••••• 

10 

730   ' 

1,260 

263 

1,603 

.84 

11 

91 

.09 
.37 

12 

6,S39 

834 

13,971 

14,806 

.79 

IS 

4,129 

.23 

1,087 

2,358 

3,446 

.19 

U 

278 

.15 

16 

46  ' 

2,987 

3,032 

.89 

IS 

"16,894  "1 

.39 

1,206 

9,614 

10,820 

.27 

17 

338 

.73 

.27 

1.55 

1               143 

1 

1 

18 

73 

IS 

226 
396,963 

1 

1 

.01 

20 

266,391 

68.608 

314.999 

114 

■  •  •  • 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company 


Cement,  Brick 


Freight 
oriffinating 
on  the  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 

tOQS.) 


1. 

S. 

8. 

4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
U. 
12. 
18. 
U. 
16. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
10. 
90. 

n. 


Ahnapee  &  Western    

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  A  Eastern 

Illinois   Central   

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fairchild   &   Northeastern    

Oreen  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superioi^ 

Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern   

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern    Pacific    

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan    

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin   Western    

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  Western 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total 


Freight 
rec'd  from 
this  road 
origioatizig 
outside  of 
Wis.  and  all 
other  freight 
reo'd  from 
connecting 
roads   ana 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


056 


82,8M 

8,743 

2,772 

4,015 

1,992 

680 

4,114 

16 

6 

662 

186 

906 

17,969 

10,253 

407 

8.718 

24,150 

ffTS 


118 


114,725 


*Not  given. 


Kbpobt  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 
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KOVEMBNT,  190&-Coiitiniied. 


And  Lime. 

Agricnltural  Implements. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 
originating 
on  the  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 

tons.) 

Freight 
rec*d  from 
this  road 
originating 
oatside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
reo'd  from 
connecting 
roads   and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Whole 
tons. 

Percent. 

W^hole  line. 

Percent. 

No. 

1,740 
170.088 
220,594 
■57,858   J 

2,772 

2.81 
2.62 
2.76 
2.73 

.42 
3.44 
1.06 

.92 
2.27 

.01 

60.107 

24,338 

366 

117 

• 

4,451 

6,706 

ie2 

60,107 
28,789 
7.0'/2 
1 

.26 
.77 
.36 
.33 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

4.547    ] 
2.899 

1 234** 

1                  379 
60 

613 
50 

.46 

.02 

6 

7 

646 

8 

8,251 
16 

214 

1.557 

1.771 

.49 

9 
10 

6 

a  ............. I 

11 

682 

7,S01 

908 

4.91 
4.07 

.92 
1.36 
1.99 

.24 

1.09 

1.68 

1.31 

2 

.80 

1 

10 
256 

72 
149 

82 
405 

.59 
.23 

12 
13 
14 

26,492 

36.893 

457 

283 
142 

1,130 
116 

1.413 
268 

.08 
.01 

16 
16 
17 

3.718 

18 

63,732 

607 

2 

1.286 

26 

.01 

4 

15,427 
156 

16,712 
182 

iii'* 

.39 

19 
20 

116 
006,324 

60 

64 

.37 

22 

2.20 

77.310 

30.^ 

107,670 

.39 

Tc: 


726 


Report  of  the  Kailroad  Commission. 


WISCONSIN  FRBIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Wagons,  Carriagss, 

Name  of  Company . 

Freight 
originating 
on  the  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.) 

Freight 

rec'd  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside  of 

Wis.,  and  all> 

other  freight 

rec'd  from 

connecting 

roads  and 

other  car^ 

riers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

1.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

101 

S.  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

86,284 
86,200 

112 
90 

1 ^ 

8.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

14,106 

4.  Chicago.  St.  Paul.  MlnneaDolis  A  Omaha 

2,986< 

5.  Illinois  Central  

164 

9.  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

971 

7.  Green  Ba.v  &  Western  

02 

75 

8.  Uazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

9.  Ida  &  Northern 

80 

10.  Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  W^estern 

118 

16 

11.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western 

19.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

IS.  Northern  Pacific  

66 

189 
2 

113 
41 

14.  Stanley.   Merrill  &  Phillips 

6 

16.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

M.Wisconsin  Central  

739 

2 

111 

38 

2,266 

17.  Wisconsin  Western  

68 

18.  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  ft  W 

19.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern 

8 

Total  

73,006 

19,707 

•  Not  g^iven. 
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Tools,  etc. 

Wines,  Liqaors,  Beers. 

Total  Fro tght  Tonnage. 

/ 

Freight 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

received  from 
this  road 

. 

originating 

Freight 

outside   of 

originating 

Wis.,  and  all 

No. 

on  the  road 

other  freight 

Whole 
tons. 

in  >Viscon- 

rec'd  from 

Per  cent. 

sin,    (Whole 

connecting 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

■ 

tons.) 

roads   and 

other  car- 

Tl*^T9. 

(Whole 

- 

tons. ) 

191 

.31 

153 

802 

955 

1.54 

1 

36.2S4 

.66 

549,600 

m 

649,600 

8.46 

2 

49,395 

.62 

231,027 

1,266 

232,392 

2.91 

3 

2,398 

.11 

882 

8.109 

8.991 

.42 

4 

260 

.20 

99 

16 

115 

.09 

6 

271 

.10 

156 

1.526 

1.681 

.61 

6 

137 

.04 

3.138 

423 

3.561 

.98 

7 

*      TO 

70 

.06 

8 

30 

.22 
.08 

9 

134 

436 

436 

611 
4.279 

;24 

.62 
.23 

10 

611 
2,441 

11 

168 

.01 

1,838 

12 

227 

.01 

462 

5.755 

6.217 

.34 

13 

8 

.01 

12 

12 
1,076 

.01 
.31 

14 

■•••••■••■••■■•• 

1,076 

16 

2/997 

.07 

■"25".58b 

^                4,091 

32.671 

.81 

16 

66 

.12 

196 

586 

782 

1.68 

17 

111 

.40 

1               .32   ^ 

34 

18 

46 

1 

1                    98 

1                    75 

1               173 

1.19 

19 

92,712   ' 

816.676 

26,846 

843,522 

3.04 

• .  •  • 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Company. 


Household  Goods 


Freifrbt 

orlffioatinflr 

on  thia  road 

in  Wisooo- 

sin.  (Whole 

tons-) 


Freight 
rec*d  from 
this  road 
ori^natins 
ontside  of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
rec'd  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


1. 

2. 

8. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

0. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
18. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
28. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

CblcafiTO,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

Chlcagro  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

Duluth.   South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern , 

Green  Bay  &  Western , 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

Ilazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

lola  &,  Northern   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Northern  Pacific   

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western  

Bayfield,,  Lake  Shore  A  W 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern 


Total 


872 

28,001 

74»842 

0,100 

170 


814 

100 

1,457 

S 

10 

40 

5,880 

88 

2.824 

T07 

86 

10 

9,780 

294 

01 

89 


131,733 


50 

• 

'2,968* 
7,415 
126 


274 
74 

400 

9 

10 

90 

86 


1.776 

618 

24 

1 

3,885 


67 


17.914 


•  Not  given. 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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movement,  1905-ConUnued. 


and  Fumitore. 

Merchandise. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
this  road 

—    — 

originating 

Freight 

outside  of 

originating 

Wis.,  and  all 

No. 

on  this  road 

other  freight 

in  Wiscon- 

received from 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

sin.  (Whole 
tons.) 

connecting 
roads   and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tonf>.) 

Whole  tons. 

Per  c^nt. 

431 

.70 

I               1,779 

16.069 

17,888 

28.83 

28.601 

.44 

713,787 

• 

713,787 

10.99 

77,810 

.97 

386,996 

46.167 

482,162 

6.41 

13.524 

.64 

60,608 

47,636 

98.143 

4.68 

296 

.22 

10.230 

17,278 

27.608 

20.84 

750 

750 

343 

18.136 

.01 

.73 

6.60 

843 

5.S77 

688 

.21 

12.259 

174 

.25 

911 

614 

1.526 

218 

1.866 

.51 

27,872 

17,850 

45,722 

12.64 

10 

14 

.01 

43 

443 

486 

.15 

11 

26 

.02 
.43 

144 
1.033 

144 
1.402 

.12 
10.10 

U 

60 

369 

IS 

5.975 

3.33 

10.200 

2,385 

12,586 

7.02 

14 

33 

.03 

612 

1.214 

1.856 

1.89 

Ifi 

4.600 

.25 

26,493 

25.150 

61,643 

2.76 

If 

1,315 

.07 

17 

60 

.03 

474 

1,040 

.66 

18 

11 

2,721 

15.863 

18.584 

6.45 

19 

13.566 

.34 

73,975 

86,890 

158.965 

8.94 

20 

562 

1.21 

769 

2,247 

3,006 

6.48 

21 

61 

.23 
.73 

97 
159 

97 
454 

.86 
3.12 

22 

106 

296 

» 

149,677 

1                .54 

1.313,354 

292,772 

1.606.126 

6.80 

730 
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WISCONSIN  FBBIGHT  TRAFFIC 


Name  of  Com  pan  y 


1. 

2. 

8. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
26. 
26. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapoe^  Western  

Chica«ro,  Milwaukee  Sc  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

ChicafiTO,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Chicaj^o,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

Drammond  &  Southwestern  

Dulutb,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Fairchlld   &   Northeastern 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagramon  &  Superior  

Ilnzelhurst  &  Southeastern  

lola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  

Minneapolis.  St.  Paul  A  Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern  Pacific   

Northwestern   Coal   By.    Co 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips   

Wisconsin  &   Michigan    

Wisconsin  Central 

Wisconsin    Western    

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  Western  

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  


Total 


MiseellaneoQs:  Other 
tioned 


Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons  ) 


5,6M 

6,584 

342,898 

802,347 

525,977 

11,728 

8,914 


246 
2,017 


23 

97 

1,909 

866 

58,858 

32,864 


1.236 
406 

249.949 
1.049 


270 


2,046,920 


Freight  re- 
ceiyed  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside  of 

Wis.,  and  all 

other  freight 

received  from 

0(.>nnecting 

roa  !M  and 

other  car- 

riere. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Sll 

1,279 


T2.111 

112,673 

6,541 

3,931 


274 
8.428 


85 

230 

2,434 

2,760 

94.681 

175.439 


347 
2.963 
189.487 
934 
750 
768 


6n.l76 


»  Not  glTen. 
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MOVEMENT.  1906.— Conttnned. 


Commodities  Not  Men- 
Above. 


Total  Freight  Tonoafre. 


Whole 
tons. 


Per  cent. 


6.006 

6.863 

342,398 

874.468 

638.660 

18.269 

12.846 


630 
6.445 


68 

327 

4.343 

3.625 

148.539 

207,793 


1.683 

8.368 

439.436 

1.983 


750 
1.038 


2.711.096 


10.00 

11.09 

6.27 

10.95 

30.13 

2.74 

9.73 


.74 
1.49 


.05 
2.36 
2.42 
3.68 
7.49 
10.97 


.86 

.99 

10.90 

4.27 


.01 
6.96 


I 


9.78 


66.944 

32.029 

6.496.048 

6.779.697 

1,694.409 

348.860 

40.621 

41.680 

46.958 

150.504 

66.904 

231,722 

317,773 

124,264 

4,363 

116.712 

65.107 

1,636,497 

627,320 

232.421 

178.062 

169.228 

1.816.64& 

33.639 

27.098 

41.680 

4.176 


21.179,044 


Total  Tonnage. 


Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wiiicon- 

pin.  (Whole 

tons.) 


Freight 

received  from 

this  road 

origi  Dating 

outside  of 

Wis.,  and  all 

other  freight 

received  from 

connecting 

roads  and 

other  car- 

rierb 

(Whole 

tons  ) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  Ions. 


•    ■     m   •   •  • 


3.106 

29.836 
1 

1,207,278 

425,186 

318,086 

91,492 

30.750 


124,340 

2.977 

132.832 

1.965 

2.169 

9,617 

62.626 

33.319 

334.387 

1.275.972 


5.934 

171.808 

2.215.842 

12.760 


30.750 
10.384 


6.533,306 


Per  cent. 


60.060 

61,8B5 

6,495,048 

7,986,870 

2.119,596 

666,946 

132,013 

72.430 

46.958 

274.844 

69.881 

364.564 

319.738 

126.423 

13.880 

179,338 

98,426 

1.869,884 

27.712,360 

232.421 

183.986 

341.031 

4.043.390 

46,399 

27.098 

72.430 

14.560 


1.803,292 


No. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

K 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

?A 

:« 

26 

27 

19 

47— R-  R. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1908. 

Freight  Traffic  Moyement^Wlsconstn  (Corapanlefl'  Material  Bzdiided)  aa  Re- 
ported to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  year  eDdlnsr  June  80.  lOOS—rroducta 
of  Apiculture. 


Name  of  Company, 


Flour. 


Freight 
oriffinatlDff 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.) 


Frelffht 
reoeiTed  from 
this  road 
origin  a  tins 
ootsid   of 
Wis.,  and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


Totol  Freight  Tonnace. 


Whole  tons. 


Per  cent. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chi.,  St.  P.',  Mpls.  &  O 

Illinois  Central  i 

Duluth,  S.  S.  A  Atlantic....! 
Fairchild  &.  Northeastern... 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    A 

Superior  

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

lola  &    Northern    

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Marinette,  Tomaliawk  &  W. 
Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  S. 

Ste.   Marie  

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,   Merrill  A  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western    


6,349 

423,90e 

372,440 

128,834 

1,084 

1,119 

913 

37.987 


179 
17,114 


Total 


200,113 

71,667 

535 

47 

67,717 

277 

1.220,834 


881 


260,496 

12.082 

2,684 

11,177 

139 

25.687 

se8 

104 

140 

25.766 

1,322 

3,188 

434,896 

357 

968 

112.666 

158 

682,300 


6.670 

423,962 

622,944 

140,986 

3,768 

12,296 

1.062 

63,674 

S2S 

104 

319 

42.869 

1.328 

208,299 
606,362 

808 

1,006 

170.282 

429 

8.102,634 


10.71 
6.8S 
6.68 
5.flB 
2.34 
2.87 
3.6t 

19.78 

.16 

.n 

2.98 

24.37 

1.96 

10.88 

86.81 

.80 

.88 

4.10 

.84 

7.00 
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WISCONSIN   FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906-Oontlnued. 
Products  of  Apiculture— Continued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  Mill  Produote. 


1 


Freight 
oriffinatioff 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 


Freight 
receiTed  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wis.  and  all 
other  freight 
received  from 
connecting 
roads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


Per  cent. 


Ahnapee  A  Western   

Chi.p  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 
Chicago  St  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,   Mpls.  &  O.... 

Illinois  Central   

Duluth,  S.  S.  ft  Atlantic... 
Falrchild  ft  Northeastern... 

Oreen  Bay  ft  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  ft  Sup. 
Haaelhurst  ft  Southeastern. 

tola  ft  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  W. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  ft  W. 
Mpls.,  St.   P.  ft  S.  Ste.   M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,  Merrill  ft  PhillipR. 

Wisconsin  ft  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisronsln    Wpstf»rn    


Total 


84 

129.628 

15,64A 

28,898 

878 

19,088 


4M 


88,000 
1,169 
1,998 
8,861 


2.960 


06 

i.roi 


870,752 

7,198 

77 

156 

5,290 

2U 

469,433 


6,618 

128 

75 

464 

1,967 

198 

4,0S1 

5,012 

127 

812 

1,315 

1,315 

406,487 


120.5» 

96,605 

2,66B 

2,866 

27,894 


1.69 
1.09 
1.06 
1.40 

6.41 


9,578 

128 

75 

519 

8,778 

lOS 

974.808 

12.206 

904 

967 

1,660 

l,55i> 

878,920 


2.9S 
.06 
.» 

4.88 

2.1S 

.98 

14.71 

.61 

.07 

.21 

7.27 

3.00 

2.91 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.   1906-Coiitlnued. 

Products  of  Agriculture— Continued. 


Grain. 

Freight- 
oriirinating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.)        • 

Freight 
reoeired  from 
this  road 
originating 
ontaide  of 
Wis.  and  ail 
other  freight 
reeeiyed  from 
connecting 
n>ads  and 
other  car- 
riers. 
(Whole 
tons  ) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

AhnaDee  &  Western   

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

8B,i38 

30,348 

11,382 

92 

13 

82,138 

80.804 

11,808 

1,107 

6,974 

219 

1.14 

Chicago  A  Northwestern  ... 
Chicago,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  ft  O. 

Illinois  Central   

Duluth,  S.  S.  ft  Atlantic  .. 
Fairchild    ft    Northeastern.. 
Green  Bay  ft  Western  

50,461 

426 

1,015 

6,017 

206 

.87 
.40 
.09 
1.63 
.75 

Hawthorne.   Nebag.  ft  Suo . ' 

HAzelhurst  ft  Southeastern. 

97 

97 

.90 

lola  ft  Northern  

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  ft  W. 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  ft  W. 

................ 

1 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  ft  S.   Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  ft  Michigan   

Wisconsin   Central    

51,266 

4.9a| 

67 

89 

2,807 

4 

5,763 
4,tt» 

57,009 

8,954 

67 

2OT 

36.582 

184 

3.06 

.« 
.08 

168 

33,715 

130 

.06 
.90 

W  isconsln   Western    

.90 

Total    

184,079 

lOS.Oll 

286,060 

.95 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906— Continued. 

Products  of  Agriculture— Continued. 


Hay. 

• 

Freight 

origiuatiog 

on  this  road 

in  Wisoon 

sin.     (Whole 

tons.) 

Freight 

rec'd  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside  of 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

other  freight 

rec'd  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

ton4.)       ' 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnapee  Sc  Western  

8.813 

35,456 

63,341 

51,803 

317 

307 

978 

3,599 

8,813 
36,456 

66,918 

53,179 

409 

1.580 

975 

5,327 

726 

15 

11,736 

524 

8,065 

3,026 

791 

628 

37.916 

14.17 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

.49 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Ohl.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  A  0.... 
Illinois  Central   

8.573 

1,873 

98 

1,278 

.61 

3.22 

.85 

Duluth,   S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
I^irchild  A  Northeastern... 

.87 
8.84 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne.   Nebag.  &  Sun. 

1,728 
726 

1.65 
.30 

lola  ft  Nortliern  

.16 
10,007 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Marinette.  Tomabnwlc  &  W. 

829 
S?4 
183 
2,968 
8 
5S0 
766 

6.67 
.78 

Mpls..  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Northern  Pacific  

7,873 

38 

79? 

108 

27,151 

.43 
.15 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

.27 
.14 
.69 

Wisconsin  Western  

Total    

201,488 

14,755 

216,238 

.73 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   19(»-Continuedi 

ProductH  of  Agrriculture— Continued. 


Name  of  Company 


Tobacco. 


Freight 
oriffinatioff 
OD  this  n>ad 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 


Ahnapee  &  Western 
Chi.,  Milwanlcee  A  St.  Paul 
Chicago  A  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,   Mpls.  &.  O 

Illinola  Central    

Duluth,  S.  S.  ic  Atlantic 
TlBlrcbild  St  Northeastern 
Oreen  Bay  &   Western    .... 
Hawthorne,    Xebag.  &  Sup 
Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern 

lola  A.  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W 
Marinette,  Tomahawk.  A  W 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern    Pacific    

Stanley,   Merrill  A  Phillips 

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western  


Total 


Freight 

rec'd  from 

this  road 

originating 

oatside  of 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

other  freight 

reo'd  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


2i 


18 


171 


397 
2,087 


58,868 


SOS 

32 


1> 


I 


34 


189 


700 
2,159 


Mp«80 


Per  cent. 


.01 

>  •  •  » 

.01 


.oe 

4.24 


.18 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   10a^--Continued 

Products  of  Agriculture— Continued. 


Fraiti  and  Vegetables. 


Freight 

rec'd  from 

this  road 

ori  inating 

oatside  of 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

other  freight 

reo'd  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Freight 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wiscon- 

sid,    'Whole 

tons.) 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnnoce  &  Western  

741 
80,. 530 

741 
80,539 

1.10 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

l.U 

Chicago  &  Northwestern   ... 
Chi.,  St.   P.,   MpU.  &  O... 
Illinois   Central   

150,003 

39,473 

237 

108 

4.?r 
30,oeo 

87,573 
3,180 
1,04<$ 

196,666 

42,653 

1,28:? 

2.13 

1.78 
.80 

Duluth.  S.  8.  &  Atlantic... 
Fairchild  Sc  Northeastern... 

4,350 

4,453 

437 

83,618 

17 

1.04 
1.50 

Green   Bay  &  Western    

Hawthorne.    Nebag.  &  Sud. 

3,520 
17 

10.45 
.01 

Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern. 

56                        56 

.17 

lola  &,  Northern  

5,203 
6,215 

.'>,203 

49.53 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

2,472 

13 

4,748 

8.377 

8,687 

12 

18,348 

11.999 

4.94 
.01 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Northern  Pacific  

13,000 

3,668 

149 

.08 
.00 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 
Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

77                     2W 

.06 

W^isconsin    (Vntral    

98,050 
115 

11,2J« 
210 

104.288 
325 

2.5€ 

Wisconsin   Western    

.U 

Total    

432,75^ 

76,8«» 

609.641 

l."^ 

^■« 
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WISCONSIN   FREIGHT   TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.   ig(»-Coiitinued. 

Products  of  Agriculture— Continued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Other  Produces  of  Agricnltare. 


Freiffht 
origrinatinir 
OD  tnis  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whoie 
tons.) 


Chi.,  MilwaulEee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &.  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western    


Total 


99,851 


151 
1,379 


123 
101,507 


Freight 

ree'd  from 

this  roi\d 

origiaating 

outside  of 

Wisconsin,     , 

and  all 

"'^i'?^^'  Whole  U.n«. 
connecting 

roads. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


184 
l.OTO 

ao 

10,802 


108 
12,208 


90,861 

184 

1.2» 

36 

12.181 


2S1 
113.700 


Per  cent. 


1.38 


.07 
i!78 


.45 
.38 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   igoS-^Contlnaed. 

Products  of  Animalfi. 


Kame  of  Company. 


£?«8 


Freight 

orifrinatinfir 
on  this  road 

in  Wiscon- 
sin.   ( Whole 
tons.) 


Freight 

rec'd  from 

thid  road 

orifirinating 

outside  of 

Wisoonsin, 

and  all 

other  freight 

rec'd  from 

connecting 

roads. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  NorthwesterD  ... 
MplB.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Korthern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  A,  Michigan   

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western    


Total 


9,258 


880 

9.688 


9ft 
24 


9,2S3 


8M 
9.567 


.13 


.60 


740 
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WISCONSIN   FREIGHT  TRAFFIC   MOVEMENT.   19(K-Contlnued. 

Products  of  Animals^CoDtiDued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Dairy  Prodacts. 


Freiffbt 
oriffinatinf? 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons.) 


Chi.,  Mlhvankep  &  St.  Paul 
Chlcairo  &  Northwestern  ..  ' 
MplB.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wlwonsln  Central   

Wisconsin   Western    

Total    


Freiflrht 

rec'd  frora 

this  road 

oriinnatinflT 

outside  of 

WiMonsin , 

and  all 

other  freiirht 

rec'd  from 

connect!  Off 

roads. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


55,223 


3,839 


11,355 
607 

71,114 


279 


1,214 
8 

1,631 


Percent. 


55,223 


4,118 


12,5(» 
706 

73,646 


.78 
.50 


.31 
1.38 

.84 
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WISCOKStN  PRErOHT  TRAFriC  MOVEMENT.  1906— Can  tinned. 

Products  of  AdlmHls— Continued. 


Live  Stock. 

•     . 

Freight 
originating 

on  this 

road  in 
WireOQsin. 

(Whole 
tons.) 

Freight  re- 
ceived from 
thia  road 
originating 
oatside  of 
Wisconsin, 

and  all 

other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 

roads. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

AhnsDeo  &  Western  . ; 

1.624 

148,379 

112,745 

31.37» 

12.471 

144 

474 

10.116 

69 

1  ono 

41 

1 

1.665 

148.376 

128,526 

35,144 

14,156 

559 

404 

11.615 

175 

7 

1.600 

2,385 

d.68 

Cbl..  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

1.9^ 

Chicago  &  Northwestern   ... 
Chi..  St.  P.i  Mpls.  &  O.... 
Illinois  Central   

9.779 

8.772 

1.686 

415 

67 

1,499 

•106 

7 

1.31, 
1.47 

'          8.78 

thiluth,  S.  S;  &  Atlantic... 
Falrcblld  &  Nortlveastern. .. 
Oreen  Bay  &  Western   ..... 
Hawthorne,   Nebag.   A  Sup. 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern, 
lola  A  Northern 

.13 

1.79 

'         8.6t 

.07 

.02 

10.20 

Kewaunee,-  Green  Bay  &  W.|               9,'Mi 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W.i 

K» 

1.36 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Northern  Pacific  

6.027    1     ■               907 
713    1                 1.509 

6,964 

2.21» 

396 

2S 

40.589 

4.761 

.37 
.11 

Stanley.  MerriH  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

396 

11 

2S.705 

4.580 

.    • 

.13 

19 

17.881 

17« 

1.06 

W^lsconsin  Western    

9.35 

Total 

360.138 

87,974 

888,118 

1.89 

J 


742 


Report  of  thk  Railroad  Commission. 


WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  lOOd-Continued. 

Products  of  Animals— Continued. 


Dressed  Meats. 

^ 

( 

Freight 
originating 

on  this       ■ 

road  in 
WiscoDain. 

(Whole 

toud.) 

Freight  re* 

ceiTed  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside  of 

Wisconsin 

and  all 

o  her 

freight  re- 

ceiTed  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  CompaD} , 

• 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnaoee  &  Western  ' — 

Chi..  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

5.SM 
80,8ffl 

6.364 
84.9»1 

.or 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi..   St.   P.    Mpls.   A  O 

4,588 

.91 

Illinois  Central   

1 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Fairchlld  A.  Northeastern  .. 

4, (Ml 

4,011 

•   ••••••••a            mm 

.9^ 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Hawthorne,   Nehag.  A  Sup. 
Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern. 

1 

1                    88S 

1 

820 

.08 

lola  A  Northern  

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  A  W. 

1 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  A  W. 

33 

1,165 

811 

15 

38 

14,914 

881 

78 

.09 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Northern  Pacific  

13,749 
70 
68 

.80 
.04 

Stanley,   Merrill  A  Phillips. 
Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

.08 

Wisconsin    Central    

1.081 

2 

4,093 
73 

5,7S4 
76 

.14 

Wisconsin   Western    

.If 

Total    

100,659 

16,690 

116.849 

.» 

Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commisstox. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   1906— Continued. 

Products  of  Animals— Continued. 


Other  Packing  House  Products. 

Freight  re- 

ceiyea  from 

this  road 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Freight 

originating 
outside  01 

Name  of  Company. 

originating 
on  thia 
road  in 

Wisconsin 

and  all 

other 

Wisconsin, 

freight  re- 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

(Whole 

ceiyed  from 

# 

tons.) 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Ahnaoee  St  Western  

• 

Chi..  Milwaukee  &.  St.  Paul 

90,096 

90,006 

.28 

Chicairo  A  Northwestern  ... 

2,216 

ft'/m" 

4,679 

.06 

Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  A  0.... 

4,143 

7,808 

11,M6 

.50 

Illinois  Central   

2& 

783 

25 
839 

.09 

Duluth.   S.   S.  &  Atlantic... 

50 

.20 

Fairchlki  &  Northeastern... 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Hawthorne.   Neba^r.  A  Sud. 

6 

6 

.on 

Haselhurst  &  Southeastern. 

ISS 

183 

.66 

lola  A  Northern  

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  A  W. 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  A  W. 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 

6,936 

88 

7,014 

.38 

Northern  Pacific  

133 
29 

656 
24 

7» 
46 

.OK 

Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

.01 

Wisconsin  A  Michiiran  

Wisconsin   Central    

133 
9 

2,176 
80 

2,299 
32 

.06 

Wisconsin   Western   

.06 

Total'  

33,717 

14,837 

47,954 

.16 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,,  liKW— Continued, 

Products  of  Animals— Continued. 


Pooltry,  Game  and  Fish. 

Freight  re~ 

Total  Freight  Tonnage^. 

' 

celTed  from 
this  road 

Freight 

originating 
outside  of 

Name  of  company. 

originaung 
on  this 

Wisconsin, 
and  all 

. 

road  in 
Wisconsin 

other 
freight  re- 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

(Whole 

cieved  from 

tons.) 

connecting 
roads. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Ahnapee  &  "Western  

80 

80 

.08 

Chi..  Milwaukee  &.  St.  Paul 

1.906 
1,962 

1.006 
7,400 

.08 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 

5.438 

:S 

Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  0.... 

1,109 

868 

2,im 

Illinois  Centra!    

31 

91 

I'm 

3,131 

.08 

Duluth.   S.   S.  &  Atlantic... 

176 
80 

.01 

Green  Bay  &  Western    

3.(M2 

.IK? 

Kewuunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

i.ooe 

917 

9,419 

1.87 

Marinette    Tomahawk  &  W. 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

183 

2,»r8 

8,156 

.It 

Northern  Pacific  

130 

2&r 

887 

.01 

'Wisconsin  A  Michliran  ..<«.. 

1 

Wiflcnnaln    Central        ......... 

21 

369 
6 

454 

26 

.01 

Wisconsin   Western    

'    .06 

Total    

10,056 

11,075 

91,181 

.or 

Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  Ifl08-Contlnued. 

Products  of  Animals— Continued. 


Wool 

• 

Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
tbie  road 

Fraight 

originating 
ontside  or 

Name  of  Company. 

originating 
on  this 

Wisconsin, 
and  all 

road  in 

other 

% 

Wisconsin. 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Per  cent. 

(Whole 

ceived  from 

tons.) 

connecting 
carriers. 
(Whol. 
tons.) 

Chi      Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

8,914 

8.914 

M 

Chlcairo  &  Northwestern  ... 

1,548 

1,548 

.OS 

Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  0.... 

97 

83 

130 

.01 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

6.756 

5.766 

1.86 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Kew^aunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

156 

"% 

.00 

32 

.00 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

122 

46 

168 

.01 

Northern   Paclflr   

4,500 

4,500 

.88 

Wisconsin   Central    

118 

761 

897 

.08 

Wisconsin   Western    

33 

4 

37 

.07 

Total    

4,440 

12.689 

17,129 

.08 

J 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   1900-<:ontlnued. 

Products  of  Animals— Continued. 


Hides  and  Leather. 

-  Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
this  road 

Freight 

originatinff 
outside  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originating 
on  this 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

* 

road  in 

other 

Wiseonsia. 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Per  cent. 

(Whole 

ceived  from 

tons.) 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

• 

• 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

41 

41 

.07 

Chi..  Milwaulcee  A  St.  Paul 

17,507 

17,507 

.34 

Chicago  ft  Northwestern  ... 

18,854 

12,802 

31,666 

.34 

Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  ft  O.... 

513 

256 

768 

.08 

Illinois  Central   

66 

104 

2.177 

66 

104 

3,340 

.04 

Daluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic...  

.08 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  ft  W. 

1,163 

4.97 

Mpls.,  SI.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.. 

1,896 

6,741 

8,137 

.44 

Northern  Pacific  

95 

238 

82 

333 

.08 

Wisconsin  ft  Michifimn  

.08 

Wisconsin   Central   

5,284 

12,560 

17,844 

.44 

Wisconsin   Western    

56 

2 

57 

.11 

Total    

44.908 

36,026 

79.934 

.28 

Repokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  19(»-ContInued. 

Products  of  Mines. 


Name  of  Company. 


Anthracite  Coal. 


Freight 

briginating 

on  this  line 

in  >^'iscon- 

sin.    (Whole 

toes.) 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

Illinois  Central   

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Fairchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

Oreen  Bay  &  Western   

Hawthorne,   Nebag.  &  Sup. 

Holmes  &  Son  Railway   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A,  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 
Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western    


Total 


Freight 

received  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside 
of  Wiscon- 
sin, and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tone.) 


442,429 
382,636 
112.006 


7,098 


523 

425 


34,181 
415 


090,213 


5,100 


3,848 

2,173 

5,942 

60 

131 

2,977 

46 

68 

147 

5.296 

258.906 


5,ff7D 

48,832 

190 


338,946 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


5,160 
442,429 

386,884 

114,779 

5,943 

00 

131 

10.075 

46 

68 

670 

6,721 

258,g0ft 

34,181 

6,065 

48.832 

190 


1,319,159 


Per  ceL  t. 


8.80 

6.11 

4.U 

4.79 

8.6b 

.01 

.45 

8.1S 

.14 

.61 

.38 

.81 

12.89 

10.88 

2.08 

1.20 

.87 


4.39 


48— R.  R. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  19(»-CoiitInued. 

Products  of  Mines— Continued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bituminous  Coal. 


Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.  (Whole 

lODS.) 


Freight 

received  from 

this  roiid 

originatiug 

outside 
of  Wiscon- 
sin, ^nd 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
earners. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons.      Percent. 


Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
CM.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

Illinois  Central   

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Falrchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Holmes  &  Son  Railway   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern    Coal   Ry    Co. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western   


4fi8,199 
736,155 
234,820 


517 


Total 


42,104 


53,443 


2.506 


280,002 
1,933 


1,819,681 


47,398 

17,248 

39,191 

6,318 

669 

14.689 

71 

87 

8,127 

80,323 

419,168 


18,910 

351,501 

134 


1,008,829 


468,190 

783,553 

262,069 

39,191 

6,818 

669 

56,793 

71 

58,530 

8,127 

82.830 

419,163 

280,002 

20,843 

351,501 

134 


8,823,&10 


6.47 

8.43 

10.68 

24.80 

1.60 

8.8S 

17.65 

.66 

30.43 

12.09 

4.44 

90.87 

89.12 

4.68 

8.63 

.28 


9.40 
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WISCONSIN  FEBIGHT  TEAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906-Contlnued. 

Products  of  Mines— Continued. 


Coke. 


Name  of  Company , 


Frei(?ht 

origlnatinf; 

on  this  road 

in  Wi^jcon- 

sm.   (Wlioie 

tons.; 


Freiffbt 

received  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside 
of  Wiscon- 
aiu,  and 
ail  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 
Chicago,  If.  S.  &  £2astern  .. 

Illinois  Central   

Dnluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western   


Total 


100,621 

75,8TO 

1,065 


808 

10 

4,1U 


6,585 


188,629 


8,S0i 

28,588 

8.755 

156 

7,9(17 

328 

21,766 

91 

660 

49 

06,450 


100,621 

78,860 

20,588 

8,765 

166 

8,785 

338 

25,880 

91 

7,246 

49 

255,068 


Per  cent. 


1.88 

.84 

1.88 

.87 
.10 

9.06 
.02 

1.29 
.OS 
.18 
.10 

.85 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  190d-CoiiUnued. 

Products  of  Mines— Continued. 


Ores. 

Freight 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

received  from 
this  road 

originating 

Freight 

outside 

.Name  of  CompaDy. 

orUrinating 

on  this  road 

in  Wipcon- 

of  Wiscon- 
sin, and 
all  other 

« 

sin.   (Whole 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Percent. 

tons.) 

ceived  from 

1 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

1 

tons.  1 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
•Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

Illinois  Central   

Dulnth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central   

Total    


203,305 

319,756 

19,209 

245 


304,967 
1,OS7,50S 


16 

7,061 

158 

15,87? 

150 

61,814 

58,406 

559.517 

007,49 


203,305 

2.81 

419.778 

4.52 

26,270 

1.10 

883 

.94 

15,877 

3.79 

150 

.m 

61,814 

:r.06 

53,409 

11.90 

954,504 

93.48 

1.734,984 

6.7t 

Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  IQOO-Gontliiiied. 

ProdactB  of  Biines— Continued. 


Stone,  Sand,  and  Other  lake  Material. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.  cWhole 
tons.; 

Freight 

reeeiTed  from 

this  road 

originating 

outside 
of  Wiscon- 
sin, and 
all  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi..  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

1,841 

499,818 

465,898 

10,157 

102 

1,943 

492,813 

602,800 

12,M6 

1.129 

8.11 
6.81 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  0.... 
Chicago,  L.  S.  ce  Eastern  .. 

87,407 
1,888 
1.123 

6.41 
.50 
.96 

IIlinoiB  Central  

44 

24,749 

1,882 

1,078    :             1,117 

81,787    1           56,668 

4,615    1             6,447 

54                      54 

.68 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Holmes  &  Son  Rallwav   .... 

13.88 
t.OO 

.61 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 
Northern  Pacific  

i,aso 

3,768 

87,248 

228 

6CT 

84,284 

532 

2,887 

4,541 

45 

8,879 

14,111 

70 

1,782 

6,655 

41,784 

268 

4,486 

96,895 

70 

1.01 
2.08 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

.Oft 
2.48 

Wisconsin  Western    

.14 

Total    

1.124,154 

104,115 

1,228,269 

4.00 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,   190iJ-Continued. 

Forest  Prod  acta. 


Name  of  Company . 


Lambdr,  Lath  and  Shingles. 


Freiffht 
orierinatioff 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 

tons.) 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  MplB.  &  O.... 

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 
Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Fairchild  &  Northeastern  .. 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Hawthorne,  Nebaff.  &  Sup. 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

Holmes  &  Son  Railway   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Mlchl^n  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western   

Total    


Freiffht 

reoeiTedi  from 

this  road 

orififinatinff 

outside 
of  Wiscon- 
sin, and 
-    ail  other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


W^hole  tons. 


Percent. 


2,487 

2.641 

5,078 

8.16 

682,283 
2,521,882 

682,283 

9.43 

456,655 

2,978,587 

8S.l>4 

862,839 

94,898 

456,782 

I'i.Ol 

6,069 

11.129 

17,221 

10.08 

22,540 

22.540 

39.29 

80,175 

80.261 

110,436 

25.S4 

18,869 

180 

13,999 

48.13 

16,644 

26.386 

42,980 

18.86 

63,678 

29 

68.707 

18.16 

28.989 

885 

29,874 

89.44 

87S 

82 

958 

8.00 

7,723 

10,029 

17,752 

10.00 

735,885 

64,000 

799,885 

42.85 

48,968 

72.623 

121,591 

6.0S 

60.821 

140 

50,961 

17.07 

86,816 

19,209 

56,0^7 

12.57 

824.577 

200,108 

524.680 

19.80 

8,674 

1,791 

10.466 

20.56 

5,015,268 

VcSf  .VM) 

6,005.264 

90.00 

•«  ^>    ^  ^i 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906,--Coiitlnued. 

Forest  Trodacts.— Continued. 


Name  of  Compauy. 


Other  Products  of  Forest. 


Freiffbt 

origiDating 

OD  tbis  line 

io  Wiscunain. 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

Illinois    Central 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

Chippewa  Valley  &  N 

Drnmmond  &  Southwestern 
Duluth.  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 
Fairchlld  &  Northeastern...! 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne.  Nebafi:.  &  Sup 
Hazelhurst  &   Southeastern 

lola   dc    Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern    Paleflc 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

Wisconsin    Central 

Wisconsin  Western 

Roddis  Lbr  &  Veneer  Co.. 


68.634 
649 
1.092. g43    I 


Freight  re- 
ceived from 

this  road 
origiaating 
outside  of 
Wiscoosin, 
and  all 
other 
f  r^  ight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
I  Wnole     • 
tun.*-.) 


4,004 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  toD8. 


Percent. 


22,140 
23.620 
86.810 
84,449 
8,406 


285,114 
1,466 


36,886 


165.464 
232.449 
170,707 
290.899 
18,876 
17,422 


Total     I        2,695.813 


9,364 


3.454 


66,267 


10^619 

100,358 

2,183 


72,638 

649 

1,092,843 


22.140 
23,620 
86,810 
93,803 
8.406 


285.114 
1.466 


39,340 


220,711 
232.449 
274,226 
391,257 
21,059 
17,422 


90.00 

1.04 

16.10 


100.00 
69.67 
98.70 
21.96 
28.88 


81.00 
4.43 


58.64 


10.99 
77.86 
61.66 
9.61 
41.37 
100  00 


288,129  I   2,883.942 


9.60 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC   MOVEMENT,  1906~Contlnued, 

Manufactures. 


Petroleum  and  Other  Oils. 

Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
this  road 

originatinff 
outside  of 

Freight 

Name  of  Company . 

oriKinating 
on  this  road 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

in  Wiscon- 

other 

sin.  (Whole 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

ceived  from 
connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 
376 

Ahnaoee  &   Weerteru 

376 
5,545 

.60 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

5,546 

.06 

Chicago   &    Northwestern.. 

8.420 

12.929 

21.349 

.21 

Chi.,  St.   P.  Mpls.  &  O.... 
IlUnols    Central 

108 

7.607 

7.715 

.32 

18 
14.087 

790 
7.798 

806 
21,885 

.60 

Duluth,  S.   S/.   &  Atlantic. 

6.12 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern. . 

76 
1.800 

75 
1.866 

.26 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

66* 

.66 

Hawthorne,   Nebag.   &  Sap 
Hazelhurst   &  Southeastern 

107 

107 

.01 

39 
116 
326 

39 
116 
724 

.12 

lola  Sc  Northern 

1.09 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W 

899 

.41 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W 

16 
13.689 

16 
13.977 

.01 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.. 

288 

.7t 

Northern    Pacific 

4,859 

8,741 

13,100 

.66 

Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips.. 

18 

118 

126 

.0* 

Wisconsin  &  Mlchisan 

1,290 

1,290 

.29 

Wisconsin    Central 

992 

82,289 

83,281 

.81 

Wisconsin  Western 

5 

260 

265 

.68 

Total  

84,300 

88,360 

122,660 

.41 

Bbpobt  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 
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"WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906-Contlnued. 

Mannfactnr  68— Continued. 


Sagar. 

Freight  re- 

Total Freight  Tonnage 

ceived  from 
this  road 

originatinir 
outside  of 

Freight 

Name  of  Company. 

orifrinating 

OD  this  road 

in  Wisoon- 

WisooDsin, 

and  all 

other 

8in.  (Whole 

freight  re- 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

1  ceived  from 
'    counecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

80 

80 

M 

Cblcago   &    Nortli western.. 

20,396 

8,118 

28,618 

M 

CM.,   St.  P.   Mpls.   ft  0.... 
niinola   Central 

8,302 

1,691 

4,898 

.24 

1,588 

130 

92 

1,506 

1,688 

180 

92 

2,539 

.96 

Dnlnth.    S.    S.    &   Atlantic 

.02 

Falrchlld  &  Nbrtheastern . . 

.81 

Oreen  Bay  ft  Western 

1.034 

.79 

Haselharfft  ft  Sontheastern 

28 

28 

.06 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft  W 

651 

125 

676 

.88 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.. 

16 

9,249 

9,264 

.60 

Northern    Pacific 

2,280 

2,172 

4,462 

.28 

Stanley,   Merrill  ft  Phillips 

41 

41 

M 

Wisconsin    ft    Michigan 

3 

2,468 

2.471 

.66 

Wisconsin  Central 

2,214 

10.114 

12,828 

.80 

Wisconsin  Western 

4 

4 

.01 

Total    

29,794 

82,260 

62,044 

.21 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  ISOG—Contlnued. 

Manufactures—Continued. 


Iron,  Pig  and  Bloom . 

Freight  re- 

Totttl Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
this  road 

originating 

Freight 

outside  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originatiDg 
on  this  road 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

in  Wiacon- 

other 

afn.  (Whole 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

ceived  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paul 

♦377,111 

•877,U1 

6.21 

Chicago   &   Northwestern.. 
Chi.,  St.  P.t  Mpls.  &  0.... 

139.307 

62.02D 

201,327 

2.17 

33,703 

108 

33,811 

1.41 

Chi.,  L.   8.  &  Eastern 

126.267 

921 

126,188 

29.36 

Illinois    Central 

566 
4,692 

666 

6.868 

.84 

Duluth,   S.    S.   &   Atlantic. 

1.266 

1.37 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W 

38 

296 

829 

.48 

Mpls.,  St.   P.  ft  S.   Ste.   M 

10,064 

9.754 

19,818 

1.06 

Northern   Pacific    

6,663   > 

6,611 

13,164 

.66 

Wisconsin  &,  Michieran 

28 

28 

M 

Wisconsin    Central 

4,009 

6,264 

10,273 

.26 

I 

Total   

697.313 

91.160 

788,463 

2.62 

♦Including  other  iron  and  steel. 


Bepobt  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC   MOVEMENT,  1906— Continued. 

Manufactures— Continued. 


.-  -- —      — 

Iron  and  Stc 
Freight  re- 

lel Ralls. 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
thU  road 

originating 
outside  of 

Freight 

Name  of  Compauy. 

originatiDg 

on  this  road 

iu  Wiscon- 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 

other 

sin.  (Whole 

freight  re- 

Whole tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

ceived  from 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Chicago   &   Northwestern.. 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

40,163 

24,136 

64,289 

.69 

2.362 

14,794 

17,146 

.72 

Chi.,  L.   S.  &  Eastern 

128 

66,063 

56,181 

13.07 

illlnola    Central 

24 

24 

.(H. 

Duluth,   S.    S.  &  Atlantic. 

320 

19.601 

19,921 

4.66 

Falrchild  &  Northeastern.. 

314 

314 

768 

1.06 

Oreen  Bay  &  W  estem 

768 

.24 

Hawthorne,   Nebag.  &  Sup 
Haselhurst  &  Southeastern 

350 

350 

:8 

308 
38   1 

306 
48 

Marinette.  Tomahawic  &  W 

10 

.06 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

13,605 

13,606 

.72 

Northern   Pacific   

8,133 

1.751 

9,884 

.49 

Stanley.   Merrill  &  Phillips 

27 

8 

30 

M 

Wisconsin   &  Michigan 

378 

004 

982 

.22 

Wisconsin    Central 

7,374 

10,984 

18,358 

.46 

Wisconsin   western 

97 

223 

320 

.68 

Total    

60,426 

142,002 

202,428 

.67 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906-ContiiLued. 

MannfactDres— CoDtinaed. 


Other  Castings  and  Machinery. 

Froight 
originating 
<in  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.) 

0 

Freight  re- 
ceived from 

this  road 
originating 
oatside  of 
Wisconsin, 
and  all 
other 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Cotnpany. 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chi..  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

42 

99.471 

99.844 

3,441 

164 

206 

99,471 

115,906 

16,000 

168 

1,829 

4,696 

1,213 

233 

181 

16 

606 

69 

6.861 

6.703 

333 

2.496 

21.150 

198 

i:S 

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
Chi..  St.  P.,  Mpl8.  ft  0.... 
Chicago,   L.   S.  &  Eastern. 
Illinois    Central 

16,661 

11,649 

.168 

1,431 

4.141 

935 

110 

141 

11 

268 

59 

5.472 

3.388 

172 

1.689 

13.079 

151 

1.S 
M 
.04 

398 
555 
278 
123. 
40 
5 
338 

1.1^ 

Duluth,   S.    S.  &  Atlantic.. 
Qreen    Bay    &   Western.... 
Hawthorne.   Nebag.   &   Sap 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 
lola    &   Northern 

.88 

.07 

•Ifr 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Wi 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W1 

I                  .84 

.oe 

Mpls.,   St.   P.   &  S.   Ste.  M 

Northern    Pacific 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 
WlaconHin    ft    Michigan .... 
WlBconsln  Central 

1,389 

3,315 

161 

806 

8.071 

47 

.87 
.88 

.11 
.56 
.58 

Wisconsin    Western 

.89 

Total   

217.824 

.69.589 

277,418 

.9t 

Hepobt  of  the  Eailboad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  1906-Contlnued. 

Mannfactnrea— Continued . 


Name  of  Company. 


Bar  and  Sheet  Metal. 


Freight 
oriffinating 

on  this  road 
in  WiscoD- 

sId.  (Whole 

tOD8.) 


Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

^Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 

Chl.»  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 

-Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern... 

Illinois  Central   

Duluth,   S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

"Green  Bay  &  Western 

tola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

Northern  Pacific  

Stanle,  Merrill  &  Phillips.... 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

'Wisconsin  Western  


8,509 
120,397 


20,469 
283 


2S9 

21 

1,546 

1,572 

42 


Total 


151 
1,001 


154, SIO 


Freieht 

received  from 

this  road 

origioatiDg 

outside  of 

Wisconsin 

and  all 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connt*cttng 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 


51,645 

1,085 

290 

1,450 

307 

890 

17 

350 

13.268 

982 

4 

724 

13,321 

8 

84,136 


ToUl  Freight  Tonnage. 


W^hole  touH. 


8,509 

171,942 

1,085 

20,609 

1,713 

307 

1.129 

38 

1,896 

14,840 

1,034 

4 

875 

14,922 

3 

238,946 


Per  cent. 


.12 
1.86 

.04 
4.82 
l.UO 

.v/ 

.35 
.iStt 

.00 


.Sill 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  19«^-ConUnuea. 

Manufactures— Continued. 


Cement,  Brick  and  Lime. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin.   (Whole 
tons . ) 

1        Freight 
received  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin, 

and  all 
frei^rht  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons,) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

,  Whole  tons. 

1 
Percent. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

963 
205,479 
170.840 

42.664 

720 

1.683 
206.479 
227.612 

65,771 

619 

6.625 

4.678 

644 

6.742 

2 

97 

496 

6.367 

517 

34.006 

45,863 

3,V2<^ 

3,2(59 

80.666 

944 

2.71 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Pi 

ml 

•    •    • 

& 

9.84 

Chicago  &  Northwestern. 

ChicaiTO,   St.   Paul,   Mpls. 

Omaha    

60,772 

13.117 

019 

6,089 

3.398 

620 

3,611 

2 

97 
496 

36 

500 

26,540 
26,839 

182 

3,021 

37,906 

801 

8.46 

8.88 

Chi..  Lake  Shore  &  Easte 

Tn 

.14 

Illinois  Central   

436 
1.280 

16 
3,131 

4.05 

Duluth.  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 
Fairchlld  &  Northeastern... 
Green  Bay  &  Western ....--- 

1.10 
1.87 
2.10 

Hawthorne,    Nebagamon 
Superior  

& 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern-- 

.89 

lola  &  Northern  

— 

4.64 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay 
Western   

A 

6.321 

15 

7,468 

19,014 

2,946 

248 

42,763 

143 

S.68 

Marinette,      Tomahatvk 
Western    

&' 

.75 

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  

& 

1.88 

Northern  Pacific  

8.2S 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central  

l.OP 

.74 

1.96 

Wisconsin  Western  

1.86 

Total 

609,716 

175,174 

084,990 

8.88 

Report  of  the  Raileoad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  lOOO-Contlnued. 

Manufactures— Continued . 


Agricultural  Implements. 


Freight 
received  from 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

Freight 
originating 
on  this  road 
in  Wiscon- 
sin. (Whole 
tons.) 

this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin, 

and  all 
freight  re- 
ceived from 
connecting 
carriers . 
(Whole 
tons. ) 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  « 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

20 

59,774 
30,476 

184 
141 

17 
249 

10 

864 

240 

06 

188 

158 
50,774 
45.827 

7.710 
792 

17 
1.566 

73 

460 

949 

261 

10 

18,834 

209 

.26 

.88 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  .... 
Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  

15.351 

7,526 
651 

.49 
.32 

Illinois  Central  

.49 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern  ... 

.06 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

lola  &  Northern  

1,306 
63 

06 

700 

166 

10 

17,785 

200 

.48 
.68 

Kewaunee,     Green    Bay    & 
Wettern 

.26 

Minneapolis,    St.     Paul     & 
Sault  Ste.  Marie 

.06 

Northern  Pacific  

.01 

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 

.01 

Wisconsin  Central  

1,049 
00 

.46 

Wisconsin  Western  

.50 

jotal  

97,719 

44,000 

186,719 

.45 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906-ConUnued. 

Manufactures— <;ontinaed . 


Wagons,  Carriages,  Tools.  Etc. 

Freight 

receiTod  from 

this  road 

1 

1  Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

originatiDg 

Freight 

outside  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originntlDg 

on  this  road 

in  Wiscon- 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 
freight  re- 

sin.  (Whole 

'  ceiyed  from 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons- ) 

1  other  con- 
necting 
carriers. 
(Whole 
tons.) 

1 

Ahnaoee  &  WeBtern 

140 

140 

.23 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

49,081 

49,981 

.60 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  .... 

45,528 

22,066 

67,584 

.73 

Chicago',    St.    Paul    Mlnne- 

anolis  &  Omaha  

126 

2,879 

3,006 
808 
224 

.18 

Illinois  Central  

9» 

61 

211 
ITS 

.19 

Duluth  S.   Shore  &  Atlantic 

.06 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern.... 

10 

10 
40 

.08 

Green  Bay  &  western 

40 

.01 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     A 

Western    

180 

97 

277 

.16 

Minneapolis     St.      Paul     & 

Sault  Ste.   Marie  

163 

212 

56 

693 

166 

10 

846 

877 

66 

.06 

Northern    Pacific    

.09 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

.02 

Wisconsin   Central    

961 

4 

2,394 
90 

3,366 
94 

.08 

Wisconsin  Western   

.18 

Total    

97.354 

28,948 

126,302 

•   .48 

Report  of  the  Eaileoad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FKEIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  1906— Continued. 

Mannfactures— Continued . 


WineSf  Liquors  and  Beers. 

Freiffht 

received  from 

this  road 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

oriffinatinff 
ontside  of 

Freight 

Name  of  Company. 

origin  a  tin? 
on  this  road 

Wisconsin, 
and  all 

in  Wiiicsn- 

freight  re- 

• 

sin.    (Whole 

ceived  from 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.; 

other  con- 
necting car- 
riers. 

(Whole 

tens.) 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

916 

916 

1.47 

Chi..  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

006,062 
262.943 

006,062 
264,219 

8.40 

Clilcago  &  Northwestern  ... 

1,270 

2.84 

Chicago,    St.    Paul.    Mlnne- 

nnolis  &  Omaha  

1,335 
15 

189 

9,194 

143 

l,Tr5 

10,529 

158 

1,964 

.44 

Illinois  Central  

.10 

Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 

.44 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

3,657 

167 

3,824 

1.19 

Iliizolhnrst  &   Southeastern. 

64 

64 

.19 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 

'*•*          •••      •• 

Western    

613 

613 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western    

620 

620 

•  vv 

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault  Ste.    Marie   

2.126 

2,061 

4,187 

.23 

Northern  Pacific  

514 

6,203 

6,717 

.34 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips. 
Wisconsin  &   Micliiiran   

67 

67 

.00 

1.215 

3,986 

494 

1,215 

33,081 

722 

.27 

Wisconsin  Central   

20,04:> 
228 

.81 

Wisconsin  Western  

1.42 

Ttjtal   

908.914 

28.114 

936,028 

3.12 

49— R.   R. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  lOX^-Contlnued. 

Manufactures— <:^ontInued . 


Name  of  Compaii)' 


Household  Goods  and  Farultore. 


Freight 

orifrinatiDir 

OD  this  road 

in  Wiscon- 

»io.  (Whole 

tons.) 


Abnapep  &  Wostorn    

Chi.,  Milwaukoo  &  St.  Paui 
Chicnffo  &  Northwestorn  .. 
Chicnsro,    St.    Paul,    Minne 

apolis  &  Omaha  

Illinois  rpntral    

Diilufh,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 
Falrchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

Green   Bay   &    Western 

Hawthorne,     Nehagamon    & 

Superior    

HazcIhurHt  &   Southeastern. 

lola  &   Northern    ., 

Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 

Western     

Minneapolis,     St.     l*aul     &, 

San  It  Ste.   Mario 

Northern   I*aflflc   ' 

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michifiran  

Wisconsin    r<*nt ral    

Wisconsin    Western     

Total    


Frelffht 

received  from 

this  road 

oriffinatioff 

onteide  of 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 
freifrht  re- 
ceived from 
ther  conuec- 
Infr  CH  n  iers. 

(Whole 
tons. ) 


Totifl  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


Per  cent . 


410 

.66 

31 ,213 

.43 

W),7ft5 

1.07 

17,ieB 

.7! 

400 

.25 

450 

.11 

143 

.49 

S,404 

1.08 

4 

15 

.0* 

60 

.56 

681 

.30 

3,920 

.21 

1,7»4 

.(Kl 

122 

.04 

124 

.Ol 

14.050 

.35 

741 

1.46 

174,343 

.58 

Kepoet  of  the  Eailroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  1906-ContInued. 

Miscellaneous  Commodities. 


Merchandise. 

Freight  re- 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

oeived  from 
this  road 

originattrg 

Freight 

ont-ide  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  WiRcon- 

Wisconsin, 

aod  all 
freight  re- 

sln. (Whole 

ceived  from 

Whole  tons. 

Per  c  'Dt. 

tons.) 

other 

connecting 

curriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Abnapee  A  Western 

1,342 

18,083 

19,365 

31.13 

Chi.,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

835,086 

835.626 

11.55 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

477,761 

55,340 

533)101 

5.73 

Chicago,     St.     Paul    Minne- 

apolis St  Omaha  

48,785 

62,287 

111,072 

4. 6  J 

Illinois  Central    

11,132 

10,784 

21,916 

13.58 

Chippewa   Valley    &    North- 

ern     

800 

1,308 

10,038 

800 

1,308 

31,017 

1.04 

Drummond  A  Southwestern 

i.:io 

Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 

20,979 

7.26 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

657 

474 

1,131 

3.85 

Green  Bay  A  Western 

18,217 

14,364 

30,581 

9.50 

Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    A 

Superior    

14 

529 
153 
913 

543 

1,53 

1,306 

.16 

Hazelhnrst  A  Southeastern. 

.47 

lola  A  Northern  

3»3 

12.22 

Kewaunee,     Green     Day     A 

Western     

11,040 

2,056 

13,906 

7.1/0 

Marinette,      Tomahawk      & 

Western    

1,024 

1.154 

2,178 

8.27 

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     A 

Sault  Ste.    Marie   

2r,6ft'> 

30,671 

58,356. 

3.n 

Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

464 

6S5 

1,149 

.38 

Wisconsin  A   Michigan    

2,0-n 

2,4.% 

4,487 

1.01 

Wisconsin   Contnil    

65,073 

89,890 

154,967 

3.81 

Wisconsin   Western    

1,042 

2,279 

3,321 

6.52 

Total    

1,512,447 

313,917 

l,S26,36i 

6  08 

766 
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WISCONSIN   FREIGHT  TRAFFIC   MOVEMENT.   1006— Contluiied . 
Miscellaneous  Commodities— Continued. 


Ice. 

. 

Freight 

originating 

on  ihts  road 

in  Wif»con- 

sin.  (Whole 

tons  ) 

r 

Freight  re- 
ceived from 
ihM  roid 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsinf 

and  all 
freight  re- 
ceived from 

other 

connecting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

tons.) 

Total  Freight  Tonnage. 

Name  of  Company. 

• 
Whole  tons. 

Per  cent 

Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St. 
l»aul    

287,  TtW 

287.703 

3.9G 

Total      

287,703 

287,703 

3.00 

Ueport  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT.  lOOft-Continued. 
MlBcellaneons  Commodities— Continued . 


Name  of  Company. 


Salt. 


FreUht 
originatlDg 

on  this  road 
io  Wipcoii- 

sin.  (Whole 

tOU8.) 


Freight  re* 
ceived  from 
this  road 
originating 
outside  of 
Wisconsin, 

and  all 

freight  re- 

ooived  from 

oonneoting 

carriers . 

(Whole 

tons.) 


Total  Freight  Tonnage. 


Whole  tons. 


Percent. 


Chicago,    Milwaukee    &    St. 

Paul    

Fairchild  &  Nortlieastern  .. 
Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  

Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  Central  ' 

Wisconsin  Western  


40,739 


00 


Total 


81 


40,820 


104 

5,886 

82 

10,139 

339 

16,&50 


40,739 
104 

6,946 

82 

10,139 

860 

67,370 


.56 
.36 

.38 
.08 
.25 
.71 

.19 


768 
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WISCONSIN  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  MOVEMENT,  19(»-Contlnued. 
Mlscellaneoufl  Commodities— Continued. 


Misoellaneons— All  Other  Commodities. 

• 

Freitfht  re- 

ToUl Freight  Tonnage. 

ceived  from 
this  road 

• 

originating 

Freight 

oatside  of 

Name  of  Company. 

originating 

on  this  road 

in  Wiscon- 

Wisconsin, 

and  all 
freight  ra- 

sin.  (Whole 

ceiTed  from 

Whole  tons. 

Per  cent. 

tons.) 

other 

eoaneoting 

carriers. 

(Whole 

• 

tons.) 

Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

7,e» 

445 

8,071 

10.00 

Ahnaoee  A  Western  

6,114 

1,491 

7,606 

12.24 

Chicagro  Sf  Northwestern  ... 

1,006,006 

8&,680 

1,006,242 

11.79 

Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minne- 

apolis &  Omaha  

730,371 

166,061 

807,082 
221,161 

87.43 

Chl.p  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

10,042 

1210,210 

61.45 

Illinois  Central   

90,536 

6,802 

87,428 
884 

28.20 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern  .. 

200 

15 

.97 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

18.912 

5,471 

24,838 

7.68 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern.. 

37 

26 

68 

.20 

lola  &  Northern  

128 

66 

194 

1.82 

Kewaunee,     Green    Bay     &. 

Western    

2,448 

1,632 

8,060 

2.25 

Marinette,      Tomahawlc      & 

Western   

8  580 

1,970 

10,509 

16.72 

Minneapolis,     St.     Paul     & 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  

73,102 

104,001. 

177,108 

9.48 

Northern  Pacific  

82,379 

171,916 

204,805 

10.17 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  . 

787 

150 

946 

.32 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

1,004 

2,948 

8,062 

.80 

Wisconsin  Central  

331,900 

221,186 

668,068 

18.68 

Wisconsin    Western    

ld4 

680 

884 

1.04 

Total    

2,860,006 

085,314 

8,246,220 

10.81 

1  Including  billets  205,219  tons. 
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WISCONSIN-  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC   MOVEMENT,  190fr-Contlnued. 

Total  of  all  Commodities. 


Total  ToDDaKe. 


Name  of  CompaDy. 


•J 


Abbotsford    &    Northeast... 

Ahnapee   &   Western 

C,   M.  &  St.  P 

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
Chicago.    St.    Paul,    Mlnne 

apo  Is  &  Omaha 

Chi,   L.   S.  &  Eastern 

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa    River   &    N 

Chippewa  Valley  &  N 

Druninion<l  &  Southwestern 
Duluth,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic 
Fnirch  Id    &    Northeastern 

fJreen  Bay  &  Western 

Ilawthoine.    Nebagamon    & 

Superior    

Hazelhurst   &    Southeastern 

lola   &  Northern 

Kewaunee,     Green    Bay    & 

Western  

Maiinette,     Tomahawk      & 

Western    

Minneapolis.     St     Paul     & 

Sauit  Ste.  Marie 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  

Stanley,   Merrir   &  Phillips 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin    Western    

Roddis    Lumber    &    Veneer 

Co.  Ry 


Total 


1- 


rruuht 

originating 

on  ihi8  road 

iu  Wi<io(m- 

sin.  (Whole 

tons  ) 


76,260 

31,271 

7,237,495 

7,876,259 

1,907.143 

156,806 

64.239 

22,140 

76,960 

88,113 

226.252 

26,065 

203,049 

349.350 

30.833 

8,105 

127,062 

46,748 

1 , 444 , 04a 

412,259 
314,183 
290,611 
216,623 
1,832.957 
38.375 

17.422 


23.121.022 


Freight  re- 

CHivtfd  fruin 

thtd  riiad 

oriffinatitiff 

nuisicie  of 

WldCUUsiil, 

aud  Hit 

freulit  ri>- 

•  eived  from 

other 

conuectiug 

carriers. 

V  whole 

t  ns,) 


4.449 
30.926 


1,419,725 

489,652 

273.088 

97,054 


201.104 

3.028 

118.711 

2,290 
2.011 
2,581 

48,868 

20.487 

421.995 
1,696,384 


7.970 

228.980 

2,237.928 

12,531 


Total  Freiglit  Tonnage. 


Whole  toQS. 


7,219,761 


80,709 

62,196 

7,237,495 

9,295.984 

2,396,795 

429.894 

161.293 

22.140 

76,960 

88.113 

427.356 

29.093 

321.760 

351.640 
32,844 
10.686 

176,930 

67,235 

1.866.537 

2,008,643 

314.183 

298.681 

445,503 

4,1/. ..886 

60,906 

17,422 


30,340,783 


Per  cent. 


t  t 


0 


Itioroirr  (;i'  the  Railroad  Commission". 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission* 


MILEAGE,   1905, 
Mileage  (Single  Track)  Operated  by  Railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  re 


Lines  Representeii 
by  Capital  Stock. 

1 

Line  of 
proprttotar> 
companies. 

Line 

Name  of  Company. 

Main  line. 

Brancbes 
and  spurs. 

• 

operated 
under  lease 

• 

1.  Abbotsford   St   Northeastern            15.16 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  34.00 

3.  Big  Falls  Railway  Co 21.00 

,,,,.,,. 

4.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul        l  7X6.44 

6.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

963.85 
746.69 

748.72 

16.06 

6.  Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minne* - 
apolis  &  Omaha 

7.  Chi..  Burlington  &  Quincy. 

222.57 

8.  Chi.,  L.  Shore  &  Eastern... 

18.56 

9.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior.... 

8.00 

10.  Illinois  Central    

91.31 

11.  Chip.  River  &  Northern 

24.00 
5.50 

lO.OO 

8.18 

106.53 

13.50 

aj.oo 

12.  Chi.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  L.. 

13.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

14.  Drummond  &  Southwestern. 

15.  Duluth,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 

1.27 

16.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee 

17.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

..  •....• 

18.  Great  Northern   

87.7» 

19.  Green  Bay  *  Western   

212.50 

7.35 

11.00 

4.7X> 

36. TO 

16.33 

29.36 

43.77 

30.50 

262.80 

87.04 

8.00 

20.00 

32,80 

.54 

66.68 

6.00 

512. (i8 

51.97 

12.60 
20.15 

20.  Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 
Superior  

21.  Hnzelhurst  &  Soutlieastern.. 

22.  lola  &  Northern   

23.  Kewaunee,     Green     Bay     & 
Western   

24.  Lake    Superior    Terminal    & 
Transfer    

25.  Mattoon  Railway  Co 

26.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

27.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland 

15.25 
92.86 
57.51 

. 

28.  Mpls.  St.  P,  &  St.  Ste.  M.. 

29.  Northern    Pacific    

30.  Northwestern  Coal  

31 .  Robbins    

10.00 
7.64 

32.  Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

7.86 

33.  Winona  Bridge  

34.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

35.  Whitcomb  &   Morris 

36.  Wisconsin  Central  

299.69 

37.  Wisconsin  Western   

38.  Bavfleld.  L.  S.  &  W 

39.  Hlllsboro  &  S.  E 

6.00 

40   Roddis  Lum.   &,  Veneer   Co 

41    La  Crosse  &  S.  B 

38.24 

o.ra 

42    Sunerlor  &  S.  E 

Total    

5,181.63 

1,579.47 

16.06 

64.21 

Eb^oet  of  the  Railroad  Commission, 


775 


WISCONSIN. 

ported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1905. 


Lino  oper- 
ated nnder 
contract, 
etc. 


New  line 

constructed 

during 

year. 


ToUi 

mileaffe 

excloding 

trackage 

rights. 


1 

1.66 

60.02 

10.00 

.37 

,,, •••••' 

• 

w 

4.00 

9.23 

28.36 

: 1 1 

1 

14.00 


10.00 
1.80 


89.82 


49.61 


16.16 

34.00 

21.00 

1,716.44 

1,778.65 

746.69 

222.57 

18.56 

3.00 

91.31 

24.00 

6.50 

10.00 

8.18 

107.80 

13.50 

33.00 

37.79 

225.00 

27.50 

11.00 

4.70 

36.70 

16.33 

29.36 

43.77 

45.75 

355.66 

144.55 

8.00 

30.00 

62.36 

.54 

66.68 

6.00 

812.37 

51.97 

14.00 

5.00 

10.00 

40.04 

6.72 

6.931.15 


Line  oper- 

ated  under 

trackage 

rights. 


Rails. 


Iron. 


8.98 


1.29 


3.40 


6.00 


4.78 


18.35 
5.14 


18.03 


.87 


7.30 


28.92 


.18 


66.26 


1.80 


68.47 


112.73 


St)eJ. 


No. 


10.38 

1 

34.00 

2 

21.00 

3 

1.716.44 

4 

1,760.30 

6 

741.55 

6 

222.67 

7 

18.56 

8 

3.00 

9 

91.31 

10 

24.00 

n 

5.60 

12 

10.00 

13 

8.18 

14 

107.80 

16 

13. '50 

16 

33.00 

17 

37.79 

18 

225.00 

19 

27.50 

20 

11.00 

21 

4.70 

22 

36.70 

23 

16.33 

24 

29.36 

25 

25.74 

26 

45.75 

27 

356.66 

28 

144.37 

29 

8.01) 

30 

30.00 

bl 

52.36 

32 

.54 

33 

66.68 

34 

6.00 

35 

746  12 

36 

61.97 

37 

14.00 

38 

5.00 

39 

10.00 

40 

40.04 

41 

6.72 

42 

6,931.15    I 
I 
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Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


MILBAGE,  190ft. 
Mlleasre  (Single  Track)  Operated  by  Railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  re 


Lines  Represented 
by  Capital  Stock. 

Line  of 
pruprietar} 
Company . 

Line 

Name  of  Company. 

• 

Main  line. 

Branehes 
and  spurs. 

operated 
jDder  lease. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

15.16 

84.00 

21.00 

1.722.77 

9C3.85 

756.60 

2.  Ahnanee  Sl  Western 

3.  Blar  Falls  Ry.  Co 

4.  Clii..  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

5.    Cbicaffo  A  Northwestern... 

7W.48 

16.00 

6.  Cbicasro,    St.    Paal,    Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  

7.  Chicago.  Burl.  &  Quincy.... 

222.67 

8.  Chicago,  iMke  Shore  &  East- 
ern    

19.38 

9.  Chicago  A  Lalce  Superior  .. 
10.  Illinois  Central   

3.00 

.24 
91.81 

11.  Chi.,  Harv.  A  Geneva  L.... 

6.50 

8.18 

106.58 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

212.50 

7.35 
11.00 
6.75 
4.70 
36. TO 
17.61 
20.36 
11.74 

43.77 

12.  Drummond  &  South  Western 

18.  Dul..  S.  Shore  &,  Atlantic. 

4.28 

14.  Dunbar  &  Wausaulcee  

15.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

16.  Fairchild  A  North  Eastern.. 

17.  Green  Bay  A  Western  

12.60 
26.15 

18.  Hawthorne,     Ncbngamon    A 
Superor    

19.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern. 

20.  Hillsboro  A   Nortli    Eastern 

21.  lola  A  Northern  

22.  Kewaunee.  Green  B.  A.  W. 

23.  Lake  Sup.,  T.  A  T.  Ry.  Co. 

24.  Mattoon  Ry.  Co 

25.  Chippewa  Valley  A  Northern 

26.  Marinette,      Tomahawk      A 
Western    

27.  Great  Northern  

37.69 

28.  Mpls.  St.   P.  &  S.   Ste.   M. 

262.80 
88.85 
8.00 
40.81 
28.40 
20.00 

02.89 
67.76 

2J.  Northern  Pacific  

30.  Nolrtii western   Coal    

31.  La  Crosse  A  Southeastern  .. 

32.  Mineral  Point  A  Northern.. 

33.  Robbins    

10.00 

34.  Roddis  Lum.  A  Veneer  Co. 

85.  Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

37,66 

.64 

32.62 

6.00 

512.66 

61.97 

6.72 

26.40 

8.17 

i.OT 

36.  Winona  Bridge  

37.  Wisconsin  A  Michigan 

63.49 

38.  Whitcomb  A  Morris  

39.  Wisconsin 'Central  

299.69 

40.  Wisconsin   Western    

41.  Superior  A  Southeastern  ... 

42.  Mineral  Point  ft  Northern  . 

Total 

6,104.01 

1,676.50 

16.0S 

63.00 

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission, 
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WISCONSIN. 

ft 

ported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906. 


Liue 
operdt  d 

under 
contract. 

New  line 

coustracted 

daring 

yeai. 

Total 

milenf^ 

ezcluding 

trackage 

righta. 

Line 

operated 

onacr  iracli- 

age  rights. 

Ra 

Is. 

Iron. 

9'.ee\ 

No. 

« 

16.16 

34.00 

21.00 

1,722.77 

1.826.42 

756.60 
222.57 

19.38 

3.24 

91.31 

5.50 

8.18 

110.81 

13.60 

21.00 

33.00 

225.00 

33.50 
11.00 
5.75 
4.70 
36.70 
17.51 
29.36 

11.74 

43.77 

37.69 

355.66 

144.60 

8.00 

42.61 

30.60 

30.00 

10.00 

56.30 

.54 

86.11 

6.00 

812.37 

51.97 

6.72 

26.40 

4.06 

11.10 

34.00 

21.00 

1.722.77 

l,a08.48 

753.66 
222.57 

19.38 

3.24 

91.31 

5.50 

8.18 

110.81 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

225.00 

33.50 
11.00 
5.75 
4.70 
36.70 
17.51 
29.36 

11.74 

43.77 

37.69 

355.66 

144.42 

8.00 

40.81 

30.60 

30.00 

10.00 

56.30 

.54 

86.11 

6,00 

746.12 

51.97 

6.72 

26.40 

1 

2 

3 

6.33 
47.77 

10.00 

8.98   . 

4 

60.02 

17.94 
3.13 

5 

.    1.28 

6 

7 

.82 

8 

9 

10 

\   11 

12 

« 

3.^1 

3.40 

13 

14 



f    1<> 

1 



16 

I 

17 

18 

19 

:::;:::::::::: 

20 

21 

2?. 

1.18 

«3 

24 

k 

25 

26 



?7 



28 

.87 

.18 

29 

30 

1.80 
4.20 

1.80 

31 

32 

:u 

10.00 
4.54 

34 

• 

35 

36 

6.68 

37 

38 

28.92 

66.25 

39 

40 

41 

4.20 

42 

1 

80.56 

69.11 

7,029.13 

54.33 

93.36 

6,935.77 
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Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commissio::^. 


MILEAGE.   1905- 
MiloHKo  (Hlnirle  track)  opprnted  by  railroads  doinsr  business  in  Wisconsin 


Lines  Represented 
By  Capital  Stock. 

Line  of 
proprietary 
companies. 

Line 

Name  of  Compaoy. 

Main  line. 

Branches 
and  spars. 

operated 
under  lease. 

1.  Abbot8ford  A  Northeastern. 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

6.897.57 

3,050.0 i 

l,flin.P8 

822.41 

2.  Ahnn  noo  A  W'patern  

3.  Big  Fnlls  Railway  Co 

4.  C\.    M.   A   St.    P 

6.  Ohicfliro  A   Nortli western.... 

4,239.62 

19.31 

6.  C.   St.    v..    M.   A  0 

7.  ('.   B.   A  Q 

7,536.14 

8.  C'lilcniro.  L.  SMore  A  Earttern 

100. S7 

62.31 

J).  Chicnjro  A  Lake  Superior 3.00 

10.  Illinois   (Vntrnl    I,3i4.79 

11.  Chippewa  River  A  Northern"            24.00 

741.69 

1,478.67 

20.56 

12.  Chi.,  Harvard  A  G.  Lake...             11.00 

13.  Chlnnewa  Valley  A  Northern             lO.no 

14.  Druraniond      A      Southwest- 
prn 

8.18 

617.44 

IS.. 50 

33.00 

15.  Duluth,   S.   S.  A  Atlantic... 

68.73 

Ifl.  Dimbnr  A  Wausaukee  

17.  F'^ilrolilld  A  Northeastern.... 

18.    Greaf   Xortlirrn   

21S.24 

4,604.50 

19.  Green  Bav  A  Western   

212.50 

7.35 

11.00 

4. TO 

30.70 

lfi..33 

29.. 36 

43.77 

30.50 

••,039.89 

2.G97.2S 

8.00 

20.00 

12.50 
20.15 

20.  Hawthorne,   Nobag.  A  Sup.. 

21.  Hazelhnrst  A  Southeastern. 

22.  Tola  A  Norlhern   

2.*?.  Kewannee.  Green  Bav  A  W. 

24.  Lake  Sup.  T.  A  T.  Ry.  Co. 

1 

25.  Mattoon  Railway  Co 

2«.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  A  W. 

27.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  Ashland 

15.25 

770.80 
2,713.05 

2S.  Mnls..  St.  V.  A  Ste.  M 

2J).  Northern    Pacific    

18.29 

196.12 

30.  Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co.. 

31.  Robblns  Railway   Co 

10.09 

32.  Stanley.   Morrill  A  Phillips. 

32.80                    7.fi4 

7.88 

3:^.  Winona  Bridffe  Rv  Co 

1.03 

.•?4.  WJs<"onsln  A   Michigan   

55.20 

6.00 

585.09 

51.97 

14.00 

5.00 

1.45 

3>.  Whitcomb  A  Morris 

3fl.  Wisconsin  Central  

3:K.01 

37.  Wisconsin  Western   

;«.  Bnvflchl,  L.  S.  A  Eastern... 

• 

39.  lllllsboro  A  Southeastern... 

40.  Roddls  Lbr.  A  Veneer  Co... 

41.  Tax  Crosse  A  Southeastern... 

38.24 
6.72 

42.  Superior  A  Southeastern  ... 

Total    

10,496.16 

16,458.94 

1,791.82 

4,829.04 

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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whole  line. 

as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  jear  ending  June  30,  1905. 


Line  oper- 
ated under 
contract,  eto. 

f 

New  line 
constructed 
during  year. 

Total 

mileage 

excluding 

trackage 

rights. 

Line 
operated 

undfr 
trackage 

rights. 

Rails. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

No. 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

6.89^7.57 

7.369.88 

1,616.88 

8,358.55 

172.18 

3.00 

4,355.49 

24.00 

11.00 

10.00 

8.18 

4.78 

10.38 

34.00 

21.00 

6,808  21 

7.266.60 

1.658.05 

8,300.17 

172.18 

3.00 

4,866.49 

24.00 

11.00 

10.00 

8.18 

668.34 

13.50 

33.00 

4.944.23 

225.00 

27.60 

11.00 

4.70 

36.70 

16.33 

29.86 

25.74 

45.76 

1.810.69 

5.589.42 

8.00 

30.00 

62.36 

1 

" 

2 

3 

496.00 

238.18 

38.25 

69.59 

203.09 

276.14 

94.36 

103.28 

68.83 

58.38 

4 

60.02 

5 

10.00 
63.27 
13.73 

6 

7 

8 

9 

759.88 



18.55 

.32 

10 

11 

1 

12 

1 

13 

1 . 

14 

8.41 

576.17 
13.50 

9.64 

7.83 

16 

16 

33.00 

5.01.^.93 

225.00 

27.50 

11.00 

4.70 

36.70 

16.33 

29.36 

•  •■•••■■•••■•a 

17 

196.19    1           178.10    1 

4.45 

69.70  ' 

18 
19 

1 

6.00 

20 

! 

21 



?2 

• 

23 

24 

25 

43.77 

'            18.03 

26 

1 

45.75 

1.810.69 

5.624.74 

8.00 

30.00 

27 

181.05 
29.04 



18.52 

28 

35.32 

29 

30 

31 

4.00    I              9.23 

52.36 
1.03 

56.65 

6.00 

917.10 

51.97 

32 

1 

1.03 

66.65 

6.00 

9SR  M 

S3 

36.86 


8!52 



M 

35 



1 

1            82.09 

36 

1                                      1                   Rl    07 

37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 

14.00     1 1            14.00 

5.00     1 6.00 

10.00     ? lO.OO 

40.04    I           '                                     iA  Ai 



io.no 

1.80 





6.72 

.;;.;;::;:;;::i.:;:::;:;::;* 

6.72 

1 

1.031.89    I        1,044.24 

1 

1      43.607.85 

1 

872.70 

1          532.60 

1 

43,075.25 

•  •  ■  ■ 

50— R.  R 
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Report  of  the  Eailboad  Commission. 


MiLbAGE,  1906, 

Mileagt)  (Hingle  trnck)  operated  by  railroads  doing  business  In 

90,  1906— 


Name  of  Company . 

Line  Represented  by 
Capital  Stock. 

Line  of 
proprietary 
c«.mpanie8. 

Line 
operated 
under  lease. 

Main  line. 

Branches 
and  spnrs. 

1.  Abbot sford  &  Northeastern. 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

7,029.49 

3,049.92 

1.627.98 

822.41 

1.38.00 

1,354.79 

8.18 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

212.50 

7.. 35 

11.00 

5.57 

4.70 

36.70 

17.51 

29.36 

11.74 

43.77 

8.00 

40.81 

26.40 

20.00 

2.  Ahnapee  &  Western  

3.  Bisr  Falls  Ry.  Co 

4.  Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  P 

6.  CliIcafiTo  &   Northwestern.... 

4.286.08 

10.31 

6.  C.  St.  P..  M.  &  O 

7.  C,   B.   &.  Q 

7,651.52 

8.  Chicajro,   L.  S.  &  J3nstern.. 

64.10 

9.  Chicago  &  Lake  Superior — 
10.  Drummond  &  Sou  tli western 

741.50 

1,479.13 

20.56 

11.  Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

12.  Chippewa  River  &  Northern 

13.  Fairchild  &  Northeastern.... 

14.  Green  Bav  &  Western  

12.50 
26.15 

15.  Hawtliorne.  Nebasr.  &  Sup.. 

16.  Hazelhnrst  Sc   Southeastern. 

17.  Hillsboro  &  Northeastern... 

18.  lola  &  Northern  

19.  Kewaunee.  Green  Bav  &  W 

20.  Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co.. 

21.  Mattoon  Rv.  Co 

22.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

23.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

24.  Northwestern   Coal   Rv.   Co. 

25.  TjB.  Crosse  ft  Southeastern... 

20.  Mineral  Point  A  Northern.. 

27.  Robblns  Ry.  Co 

10.00 

28    Roddls  L#br.  ft  Veneer  Co... 

29.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 

30.  Wisconsin  &  Mlohiflran  

37.66 

73.38 

6.00 

585.00 

51.07 

6.72 

8.17 
78.07 

5.93 

31    Whitcomb  &  Morris....* 

32    Wisconsin   Central    

332.01 

33.  Wisconsin  Western  

34.  Superior  &  Southeastern  ... 

Total    

15,404.84 

13,146.00 

1,496.44 

90.65 

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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WUOLB   LINE.     . 

WlBconaln  as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June 
whole  line. 


New  line 

constructed 

during  year. 

Totitl 

miletce 

excluding 

trackage 

righu. 

Line 
operated 

under 
trackage 

rights. 

Rails. 

Line  operated 
under  con- 
tract, etc. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

No. 

• 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

7,029.49 

7.415.33 

1.627.98 

8,473.93 

202.16 

4,440.59 

8.18 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

225.00 

33.60 

11.00 

5.76 

4.70 

36.70 

17.51 

29.36 

11.74 

43.77 

8.00 

42.61 

30.60 

30.00 

10.00 

56.30 

151  46 

6.00 

917.10 

61.97 

6.72 

4.06 

11.10 

34.00 

21.00 

6.946.34 

7.325.45 

1,620.29 

8.404.21 

202.16 

4»440.59 

8.18 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

225.00 

33.50 

11.00 

5.75 

4.70 

36.70 

17.51 

29.36 

11.74 

43.77 

8.00 

40.81 

30.60 

30.00 

10.00 

56.30 

151.46 

6.00 

835.01 

61.97 

6.72 

1 

2 

3 

132.86 
45.46 
10.00 
61.15 
29.98 

228.18 

38.26 

69.69 

203.09 

296.96 

18.56, 

83.16 

89.88 

7.69 

69.72 

4 

60.02 

6 

6 

7 

8 

844.52 

9 

10 

11 

....   .     .  .... 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 



19 

1.18 

20 

21 

•"* 

22 

23 

24 

1.80 

1.80 

25 

4.20 

26 

27 
28 

10.00 

4.64 

29 

30 

31 
32 
81 

69.94 

82.09 

• 

* 

34 

925.08 

280.62 

31.066.10 

924.66 

338.39    1      31.066.10 
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Report  of  the  Railkoad  Commission, 


TRACK  MILEAGE,  1906. 

Track  mlleafire  operated  by  railroads  doing  baslncaa  In  Wisconsin  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  ao,  1906. 


Name  of  Company, 


Wisconsin. 


Miles  of 

flrpt 

track. 


I 

Miles  of 

second 

traclc. 


MUes 

of 
third 
track. 


Miles 
1  of 
fonrth 
track. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 

Ah nn pee  &  Western  

Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

C.  M.  &  St.  P 

ChlCRsro  A  Northwestern  

C.  St.  P.  M.  &  O 

C  B.  &  Q 

ChlcaflTo,  L.  S.  &  Eastern 

Chlcasro  &  Lake  Superior 

IMfnnls  Oontrnl  

Chippewa  River  &  Northern... 
Chi.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 
Chippewa  Vnllev  &  Northern.. 
Drnmraond  Ac  Sonth western... 

Duluth,  R.  S.  &  Atlantic 

Hiinbar  *  Wausnukep  

Falrchlld  &  Northeastern 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,   Nobnsr.  &  Sup 

Hazelhnrst  A  Southeastern 

Tola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Rnv  &  W 

Lake  Snp.  T.  A  T.  Ry.  Co.... 

Mattoon  Rnllwav  Co 

Marlnettp,  Tomni^nwk  &  W... 
Mnls.,  St.  VnvX  ^  A<h\(iJ\f\ . . . . 
Mpls..  St.  P.  Sr.  St.  Ste.  M.... 

Northern  Pacific  

NorthwoRtorn  Conl  Ry.   Co 

Robbins  Rnllwnv  Co 

Rtnnlev,  Merrill  *  Phillips.... 

Winona  Bridpe  Rv.  Co 

Wisconsin  /k  MIchisran   

Whltcomb  *•  Morris  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin   Western    

Bavfleld,  T-.  S.  &  Western 

HllUboro  A.  Northeastern  

La  Crosse  &  Southenstern 

Roddls  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co.. 
Superior  &  Southeastern  

Totals  


15.16 

84.00 

21.00 

1,725.42 

l,778.fl0 

747.97 

223.10 

18.5fl 

.S.OO 

p^  ..?i 

24.00 

lO.OO 
R.IR 

in. 20 

l.S.SO 
.^3.00 
.?7.7?> 
22fi.0O 
27. 'V> 
11.00 
4.70 

l«..^? 

29.30 

43.77 

.T'v'i  fin 
14«?.42 

a.oo 

W).00 

52.. "W 

..'>4 

7.3.08 

rf.OO 

841.29 

.SI  .97 

12.00 

fi.OO 
41.84 
10.00 

0.72 


6.982.18 


14.3.05 

158.60 

12.20 

8.70 


18.15 


.85 


8.42 


349.97 


1.02 
S.46 


5.06 


Miles 
of  yard 

truck, 

sidings, 

etc. 


Totel. 


.56 
2.75 


821.03 

821. .52 

230.56 

62.78 


.24 

11.04 


.50 


12.92 
14.96 


2.00 
f?2.46 
28.0.3 

2.00 

1.00 
.08 

6.29 


5.00 


04.31 
40.95 


218.75 
S.'83 


.75 
1.97 


1.07 


2.418.51 


15, 

86. 

21, 

,601. 

.768. 

990. 

994 

18. 

.3. 

102. 

24. 
6. 

10 

21. 
120 

IS, 

.n. 

118. 

25.3 

29 

12 

5 

4? 

m 

29 
48 
45 

419, 

187, 

8. 

.30. 

52. 


73 
0 

1.068 
on. 
19 

R, 
4.3 
10 

7 


74 
75 
00 
12 
18 
73 
52 
56 
24 
35 
00 
OQ 
00 
10 
10 

so 

00 
40 
63 
50 
00 
38 
90 
.33 
36 
77 
75 

vr 

22 
00 
00 

98 
00 
46 
80 

m 

75 
81 
00 
T9 


9,755.74 
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TRACK  MILEAOB,  100&-Contlnued. 

Track  mileage  operated  by  railroads  doing  business  in  Wisconsn  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  80,  1906. 


Whole  Line. 

Name  of  Company. 

MUeb  of 

first 
track. 

Miles  of 

second 

track. 

MileB 

of 
third 
track. 

Miles 

of 
fourth 
track. 

Miles  of 
yard 
track, 

aid  lugs, 
etc. 

Tetal. 

Abbotsford  &  Northeastern.... 

15.16 

34.00 

21.00 

7,136.76 

7,406.13 

1,685.47 

8,661.64 

448.32 

8.00 

4,374.04 

24.00 

6.60 

10.00 

8.18 

686.81 

13.50 

33.00 

6,016.38 

226.00 

27.60 

U.OO 

4.70 

36.7D 

16.33 

29.36 

43.77 

45.75 

1 

.66 
2.76 

16.74 

Abnapee  &  Western  

1 

36.76 

Big  Falls  Railway  Co 

21.00 

C,  M.  &  St.  P 

447.82          «  71          1-72    i2-0r7»-M 

9,668.01 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  O 

806.39 
37.99 

623.11 
10.32 

26.68      82.22 

2,646.92 

636.66 

2,198.80 

10,910.34 

2,260.12 

11,302.10 

458.64 

Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy.... 
Chi.,  L.  S.  &  Eastern  

23.56 

1 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

1 

.24 

•1   AIU  fifi 

3.24 

Illinois   Central    

667.64 

"is.OT    *  i«  fii 

6,673.58 
24.00 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  .. 

, 

Chi.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 

.50 

6.00 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern. 

10.00 

Drummond  &  Southwestern... 

8.18 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic 

2.60 

140.83 

729.14 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee   

13.50 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern  

2.00 

•1,099.49 

26.63 

2.00 

1.00 

.68 

6.29 

35.00 

Great   Northern    

84.56 

9.26 

9.29 

6,221  00 
253.63 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup.... 

29.60 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  ... 

12.00 

lola  &  Northern  

5.38 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W.... 

42.99 

Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co 

16.33 

Mattoon   Railway   Co 

29.30 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W 

43.77 

Mpls.,   St.   Paul  &  Ashland... 

45.76 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.... 

1,829.21 

6,676.26 

8.00 

30.00 

62.36 

1.03 

131.00 

6.00 

077.04 

61.97 

12.00 

6.00 

41.84 

10.00 

6.72 

254.37 
1,875.18 

2,063.56 

Northern    Pacific    

U4.91 

7,166.35 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co.... 

8.00 

Robbins  Railway  Co 

30.00 

Stanley,  .Merrill  &  Phillips.... 
Winona  Bridge  Ry.   Co 

52.36 

i.m 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

131.00 

Whitcomb  &  Morris   

6.00 

Wisconsin   Central    

42.63 

7.65 

7.66 

265.53 
8.83 

1,800.40 

Wisconsin  Western   

65.8D 

Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  W.... 

12.00 

Hillsboro  &   Northeastern 

.75 
1.97 

5.75 

La  Crosse  &  Southeastern  .... 

43.83 

Roddis  Lumber  Sc  Veneer  Co.. 

10.00 

Superior  &  Southeastern  

1.07 

7.79 

Total   

44,664.42 

2,739.17 

88.54 

64.00 

12.244.10 

50,786.92 

*  Including  41.64  miles  "Connecting  track." 

'Additional  main  track  45.06  miles  inclndlng  41.64  miles  "Connecting  track.' 

'  Including  2.32  miles  6th  track,  1.44  miles  6th  track. 
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TRACK   MILEAGE,   1906. 

Track  mileage  operated  by  railroads  doinsr  business  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to 
the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1W6. 


Name  of  Company. 


Wiaoonsin . 


Miles  of 

first 

traelc. 


Miles  of 

second 

track . 


Miles 

MUes 

of 

of 

third 

fourth 

track. 

track. 

Miles  of 

yard 

tracks, 

sidings, 

etc. 


Abbotsford  A  Northeastern  ... 

Ahnapee  &   Western    

Big  Fulls  Railway   Co 

Chi..  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul... 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chi.,  St.  P..    MplH.  &  Omaha 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago,   L.   S.  &  Eastern 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

Illinois    Central    

Chi.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 
Drummond  A  Southwestern... 

I>uiuth,   S.   S.  &  Atlantic 

Duluth,  Sup.  A  W.  Ter.  Co... 

Dunbar  &  Wausaukee  

Chippewa  River  A  Northern.. 

Fairc'hild  A  Nortlieastem  

Green  Bay  A  Western   

Hawthorne,   Nebag.  A  Sup 

Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern... 

Hillsboro  A   Northeastern 

lola  A  Northern   

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A  W... 

I^ake  Shore  A  Eastern   

Lake  Superior  T.  A  T 

Mattoon    Ry.    Co 

Chippewa  Valley  A  Northern. 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  A  W 

Great   Northern    

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.... 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  

La  Crosse  A  Southeastern  .... 

Mineral  Point  A  Northern  

Robbins  Ry.   Co 

Roddis  Lumber  A  Venoer  Co. 
Stanley,    Merrili  &  Phillips... 

Winona    Bridge    

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Whitcomb  A  Morris  

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin    Western    

Superior  A  Southeastern  

Total     


15.16 

M.OO 

71.00 

1,731.75 

1,830.42 

757.97 

223.10 

20.10 

8.?4 

91.3ll 

5.50 

8.18 

114.21 

6.20 

13.50 

21.00 

33.00 

225.00 

as. 50 

11.00 

6.00 

4.70 

S6.70 

20.50 

17.51 

2J.36 

12.74 

43.77 

S7.«/ 

855.06 

145.47 

8.00 

42.61 

SO.GO 

30.00 

12.50 

56.30 

.54 

73.78 

6.00 

841.29 

51.97 

6.72 


7.0G4.55 


I 


143.06! 

158.60, 

18.39' 

8.70 


1.62 
3.46 


14.80 


18.13 


.85 


8.42 


350.14 


6.08 


14.30 


TuUl, 


.56 
2.75 


856.46 

883.08 

235.26 

66.43 


12.80 

.50 

12.93 

16.15 


2.00 
28.09 

2.00 

1.00 
.75 
.68 

6.86 


8.30 
66.12 
68.32 
41.78 


3.18 
2.74 


2.54 


19.01 

3.00 

222.41 

4.20 

9.15 


2,676.69 


16.74 

86.75 

21.00 

2,746.18 

2,871.51 

1,011.62 

297.23 

20.10 

3.24 

103.70 

6.00 

21.10 

130.36 

6.20 

13.50 

21.00 

85.00 

253.69 

35.50 

12.00 

5.75 

5.38 

43.06 

20.50 

17.51 

29.36 

12.74 

58.07 

121.94 

423.98 

188.10 

8.00 

45.79 

33.84 

30.00 

12.50 

.54 

92.79 

9.00 

1,072.12 

66.17 

15.87 


10,0IC.76 
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TRACK  MILEAGE,  1906-Continued. 

Track  mileacre  operated  by  railroads  doinfi:  business  in  Wisconsin  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906.  ^ 


Name  of  Company. 


Whole  Line. 


Miles  of 

first 

track. 


Miles  of 
KOCund 
track. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  .. 

Ahnapee  &   Western    

JMg  Fulls    

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul.. 

Chicago  &   Northwestern  ' 

Chi.,  St.  P.  Mpls.  &  Omaha 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
Chi.,   Luke  Shore  &  Eastern.. 

Chicago  &  Luke  Superior  

Illinois    Central    ^ 

CMil.,  Harvard  &  Geneva  Lake 
Drummoud    &    Southwestern.. 

Duluth,   S.   S.  &  Atlantic 

Diiluth,  Sup.  &  W.   T.   Co.... 

Dunbar  &   Wausaukee   

Chippewa    River   &    Northern. 

Fairchlld  &  Northeastern    

Green   Bay   &  Western    

Hawthorne,  Nobag.  &.  Sup... 
Hazeihurst  &  SoutUeustern  .. . 
Hillsboro  &  Northeastern   .... 

lola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &   W.. 

Lake  Shore  &  Eastern   

Lake   Superior   T.   &   T 

Mattoon   Ra  i  Iway    Co 

Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  W... 

Great   Northern    

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.... 

Northern  I*aciflc  ' 

Northwestern    Coal    ' 

La   Crosse  &   Southeastern I 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  ....I 

Robbins    Ry.    Co I 

Roddis  Lumber  &  Veneer  Co.' 
Stanley,    Merrill  A  Phillips..  ' 

Winona    Bridge    

Wisconsin  &.  Michigan   

Whitcomb   &   Morris    

Wisconsin    Central 

•Wisconsin    Western    

Superior  &  Southeastern    


Total 


15 

34 

21 

7,2C7 

7,453 

1,6»7 

8,677 

499 

3 

4,459 

11 

8 

50? 

G 

IS 

21 

33 

225 

3J 

11 

5 

4 

3(1 

20 

17 

20 

12 

43 

5,183 

2,153 

5,793 

8 

42 

30 

30 

12 

56 

131 ! 

6. 

977. 

51. 

6. 


.16 
.00 
.00 
.67 

.58 

.57 

.02 

.11 

.24 

.14 

.00 

.18 

.((9 

.20 

.50 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.50 

.00 

.00 

.70 

.70 

.50 

.51 

.36 

.74 

.77 

.11 

.2G 

.50 

.00 

.61 

.60 

.00 

.50 

.30 

.49 

.79 

.00 

04 

97 

72 


4,736.81 


Mies 

Miles 

of 

of 

third 

fourth 

track. 

track. 

Miles  of 

yard, 

track.«i, 

sidingSf 

ate. 


447.54 
813.23 

42.47 
525.70 

10.32 


677.43 


7.64 
31.94 


23.55 


2.64 
25.91 


I 


13.67 


2.50 


87.00 


124.00 


52.53 


2,78;J.32 


9.28 


9.20 


7.65 


93.73 


7.6') 


59. 3C 


Total. 


.58 
2.75 


2,149.71 

2,715.05 

545.82 

2,287.16 


13.81,    1,666.61 


12.92 
145.86 


2.00 
28.60 

2.00 

1.03 
.75 
.68 

6.35 


8.30 

1,180.28 

294.35 

1,456.74 


3.18 
2.74 


2.54 


28.16 

3.00 

273.31 

4.20 

9.15 

12,834.78 


15.74 

36.75 

21.00 

9,875.20 

11,040.61 

2,285.86 

11,513.43 

509.43 

3.24 

6,830.66 

11.00 

21.10 

741.06 

6.20 

13.50 

21.00 

35.00 

253.69 

35.50 

12.00 

5.75 

5.38 

43.06 

20.50 

17.51 

29.36 

12.74 

62.07 

6.460.56 

2,447.60 

7,374.33 

8.00 

45.79 

33.34 

30.00 

12.50 

58.84 

.49 

159.95 

9.00 

1,318.18 

56.17 

15.87 

61,007.94 
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Kepobt  oir  THE  Bailboad  CoMMtssto^. 


RENEWALS  OF  RAIL  FOR 
New  Balls  Laid  by  Railroads  In  Wisconsin  as  Re 


Name  of  Company. 

56  and  60 
poands  per 

yard. 
No.  tons. 

66  and  67 

pounds  per 

yard. 

No.  toiis. 

70  and  72 

pounds  per 

yard. 

No.  tons 

75  and  77Vi 
poundb  per 

yard 
No.  tons 

• 

Year  Ending  June  SO,  1906: 
1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

69.60 

2.  Cbl.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

89.66 

3.  Chicago  &  Northwestern   ... 

6,256.65 

4.  Chi.,    St.    P.,    Mpls.    &   0.. 

5.  Chi.,    Burlington   &   Qulncy 

6.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

311.46 

51.52 

7.  Great    Northern    

127.49 

8.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

926.00 

9.  Hawthorne.   Nebag.  &  Sud. 

•202.48 
2.00 

10.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T 

11.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

V2.  Northern  Pacific  

.07 

.14 
210.00 

i:^.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

14.  Wisconsin    Central    

Total    

274.08 

311.53 

7  a09  TO 

2T>8.(57 

Year  Ending  June  30,   1900: 
1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastorn. 

68.00 

2.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

12.856.87 

3.  Chicago  &  Northwestern 

.11 

( 

3,441.62 

4.  Chi.,    St.    P.,    Mpls.    &   0.. 

1 

5.  Chi.,    Burlington   &   Quincy 

260.90,   ; 

6.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

2G0  04 

7.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

:::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::i 

1.982.00 

8.  Lake  Superior  T.    &   T 

3.48 

7.77    ' 

1 

9.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

23.14 

10.  Wisconsin   Central    

t 

Total    

7t.59 

277.67            a  iAi  7« 

15  IfiS  7.^ 

'               1 

•  50  lbs.  per  yard. 


Heport  of  the  J^ailsoad  Commission. 
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WISCONSIN,  1905  AND  1906. 

ported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  1905  and  1906. 


80  pounds  per 
yard.         i 
'  No-  tons. 

85  pounds    ' 
per  yard. 
No.  ton  i. 

90  pounds 
par  yard. 
No.  tonp. 

Total 
number 
of  ton  p. 

Averas^e 

pricp  per 

ton  at  d  8 

trib'itini^' 

I)oint. 

Total 

CO  tof 

i.rails. 

No. 

69.60 

89.66 

12,437.99 

2,338.49 

1.144.64 

51.52 

127.49 

926.00 

!           202.48 

2.00 

3,348.80 

88.39 

210.00 

6,872.62 

122  00 

27  93 

28  11 

29  20 

28  06 

26  23 
32  35 

30  19 

27  00 
22  00 

29  50 

29  39 

30  50 

28  oO 

$1,531  20 

2.504  21 

349,631  90 

68.283  91 

32,107  16 

1,35137 

4,124  30 

27,955  94 

5.466  96 

44  00 

98.789  60 

2,597  78 

6.405  00 

1.)G.4VS  21 

1 

2 

1,576.41 

4.604.93 

3 

2,338.49 

4 

• 

838.18 

6 

6 

7 

8 

* 

9 

10 

3.348.80 

11 

88.18 

1^ 

in 

'y  •  • 

6,872.62 

14 

( 

7,263.70 

! 

7.7S3.98 

4.604.93 

27,909.68 

$28  57 

$797,281  36 

1 

68.00 
12.858.87 
4.9Sr,.83 
5.169.62 
1.936.60 
260.04 
1.982.00 

11.25 

23.14 

2,975.00 

$26  00 
28  50 

28  13 

29  20 
28  05 
21  53 

27  00 

23  00 

30  50 

28  48 

$1,768  00 
366.477  80 
140,251  40 
150,952  90 

64.321  63 
5.598  66 

63,614  00 

258  75 

705  77 

84.728  00 

1 

I 

2 

47.58 

1.496.52 

3 

5,169.62 

4 

1,601.86 

5 

6 

7 

I 

8 

9 

1        2.975.00 

1        4.576.86 

1 

10 

5,217.20 

1,496.52 

30,270.35 

$28  36 

$858,677  91 

1 

! 
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NEW  Tii«:s 


Oak. 

Tamarack 

Name  of  Company. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distribating 

point. 

Namber. 

• 

Average 

price  at 

did  tribu  ting 

IJoiut. 

I.  Abbotsford  &  Nortbeastern. 

2.  Cbl..  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

(') 

3:Xi»,4fi2 

72.531 

60,270 

1,4;>5 

«21,054 

3.  Chicairo  &  Nortbwestern  ... 

.5600 
.6400 
.5250 

.5100 
.3797 

4.  Chi.,  St.   P.,   Mpls.  &  O.... 

5.  Chi..   BurlluirtoD  &  Quincy. 

32,237 

.3100 

6,  Chi..  Lake  Shore  &  Eantern 

7.  IliinoiH   Centra!    

8.  Druniruond  &   Southwestern 

9.  Duluth.   S.   S.   &  Atlantic... 

486 

.1725 

10.  Green  Bay  &  Western  

5,fK)0 

.5000 

11.  Hawthorne,    Nebag.  &  Sup. 

12.  lola  •&  Northern   

1,705 

.2000 

13.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W. 

14.  I-rfike  Superior  T.  &  T 

15.  Northern    Pacific    

1,900 

93 

4,2»> 

613 

.5000 
.6500 
.6730 
.3600 

2,142 
44,502 

.3200 
.3040 

16.  Northwestern  Coal   

17.  Wisconsin  &  Mlchliran  ...... 

Total    • 

483,198 
23 

81,072 
11 

(Number  roads  reporting)  

*  Revenue  train  mllonge  basis. 

•  Red  Oak  treated  20994  at  38c. 
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LAID. 

('omniisslon  for  tbe  Year  Ending  June  30,  1906.— 'Wisconsin. 


Pine. 


Number. 


Average 
price  at 
distri  doting' 
point. 


Cedar. 


Nnmber. 


Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 


Bemloek. 


Namber. 


Aver  tge 

price  at 

dibtri  bating 

point. 


No. 




6,667 

.2466 

1 

- 

2 

3 

5,3Q0 
3,333 

.3000 
.4500 

23,465 
11,548 

.3700 
.4900 

36.179 

.2700 

4 

6 

4.152 

.3500 

6 

:;:::;;;::;:;;  ::::::::::::::i 

7 

7,000 

.1200 

....... .......| 

8 

457 
8.600 

.2666 
.4600 

30.447 
G4.600 

.%35 
.3500 

9 

10 

11 

623 
9.443 

.3200 
.3600 

12 

900 

'!4666 

13 

14 

.*.'. 

16 

16 

1 

1 6.596 

.4000 

17.717  1 

.3000 

17 

1 

15.633 

I 

51.655 
22 

1 

168,828 
22 

22 

YDO 


HEPORt  OF  THE  EaILROAD  CoMMlS^IONi 


NEW  TIES 
On  Roads  doing  Business  In  Wisconsin  ns  Reported  to  the  Railroad 


Mixed. 

Culls. 

Name  of  Company. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

dicitributiug 

point. 

Namber. 

m 

ATorag.> 
pi  ice  at 
distiibutiug 
point. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Northeastern. 

48 

4,119 

256,929 

600,600 

3,287 

4,818 

.28 
.28 
.4599 
.3400 
.2700 
.5250 

2.  Ahnanee  &  Western  

3.  CliL,  Milwaulsee  &  St.  P.*.. 

4.  (Chicago  &  Nortliwestern   ... 

5.  Chi.,    St.    P.,    Mpis.    &   O.. 

6.  (^hi.,   Burlington  &  Quincy. 

7.  Chi..  Lake  Sljore  &  Eastern 

17,419 

.1200 

00 

.18J0 

8.  Illinois   Central    

9.  Druniniond   &   So'itliwestern 

10.  Dnlnth,  S.  S.  &  Aflaiitic... 

11.  Great   Northern   

3 
42,590 

1.25 
.3703 

1,716 

.0721 

12.  Green   Bay   &  Western    

13.  Glen  wood   &   Northern    

14.  Hawthorne,   Nebag.  &  Sup. 

15.  lola  &  Northern  

1,000 

.1000 

16.  Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  W. 

17.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T 

1 

18.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

10,559 
97,485 

.2500 
.3593 

1».  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 
20.  Northern  Pacific  

21.  Northwestern  Coal 

t 

22.  Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

23.  Wisconsin   Central    

452,991 

..310O 

Total    

1,473.495 
22 

20,106 
22 

(Number  roads  reporting)  

*  Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 


Report  oi^  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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LAID. 

Commission  for  the  Year  Eudlng  June  30,  1905.— Wisconsin. 


Bridge. 

Switch. 

Total. 

Namber. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

loint. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

d.stributing 

point. 

No. 

5,715 

4.119 

256,929 

910,128 

190,408 

85,969 

5,667 

21.054 

7.000 

33,693 

.2469 
.2800 
.4599 
.4060 
.4200 
.6170 
.3460 
.3797 
.1200 
.2556 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

460          '    i.6734" 
.A 



124 
1 

.6266 

10 
11 

1 

42,590 

78,800 

2,705 

623 

12.243 

2.343 

10,559 

97,485 

48,722 

929 

24,312 

464.561 

.3763 
.3720 
.1633 
.3200 
.3810 
.3640 
.2500 
.3593 
.3360 
.6950 
.3271 
.3200 

12 

13 

14 

'  .* 

15 

' 

16 

108 


1.0200 

17 

18 

19 

20 

_  *  « 



316 

1.3400 

21 

22 

1,321 

1.1800               10,249 

1                         1 

.5200 

23 

1J81 

....: \ 

10.797 
22 

2,306,554 
22 

.3888 
22 

22 

1 

792 


Report  of  the  Kaileoad  Commission. 


NEW  TIES 
On  RoadB  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported  to  the 


Oak. 

Tamarack. 

Name  of  Company. 

Namber. 

Average 

{price  at 

distribatiiifl: 

point. 

Number. 

Ayerage 

price  at 

dibtribntiog 

point. 

1.  Abbotsford  ft  Northeastern. 

13 

90.48461 

3.  Bayfield    Harbor   &•  G.    W. 

4.  ChicasTO  &  Nortliwestern   ... 

175,610 
85,058 
62,883 

810 

eoo 

.533 
.SS 

6.  Chi.,    St.    P.,    Mpls.   &   O.. 
6.  Chi..  BiirlinfTton  &  Qiilncy. 

39.278 

$0.32 

7.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern: 
Fl  rst   srade 

.00 

.60 

Second  irradc  

8.  Diilutb.  S.  S.  &  Atlantic 

9.  Great    Northern    

14.066 

.8822 

10.  G  reen  Bay  &  Western   ..... 

7,000 

.50 

11.  lola  A  Northern  

12.  Kewaunee.  Green  Bav  &  W. 

1.500 
475 

.50 
.113 

13.  Lake  Sui)erior  T.  ft  T 

14.  Mattoon    Railway    Co 

8,880 
5,706 
32,556 
1,000 
6.66^ 

.825 
.20 

15.  Northern  Prtciflc  

6,201 

.406 

.343 

16.  Northwestern  Coal   

.462 

17.  Stanley.  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

.296 

18.  Winona  Bridge  

19.  Wisconsin  ft  Michitran  

9.008 

.28 

20.  Whitcomb  ft  Morris  

Total    

279.655 

118.148 

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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LAID. 

Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906.— Wisconsin. 


Pine. 

Cedar. 

Hemlock. 

Namber. 

Average 

price  at 

distribattriff 

I  OtQt. 

Namber. 

A  vera  (re 

price  at 

distribatinir 

point. 

Namber. 

Avera'^e 

price  at 

dibtribntinfr 

poiiit. 

No. 

1 1 

6,209 

SO. 28289 

1 

1 1 

2.000    ;           .25 

3 

••■••••••"•i 

.:...::.::::..' i 

4 

4,S23 
•8,033 

$0.29 

33.112 
1,648 

.43 

29,775 

.28 

6 

6 

2.613 

200 
17.900 

.34 
.30 
.2444 

*  ■                 » 

7 

296 
14.965 
22,000 

.2667 
.3822 

8 

14.965 

.3822 
.30 

fV 

1,500 

69.200 

822    1 

".35'"" 
.35 
.35 

10 

11 

3JU0 

.46 

5  2nn 

12 

13 

1 

5,707 

.20 

14 

.'..[ *..*.. 

1 

15 

1 

> 

16 

'     ! 

6.663 

.286 

17 

30    1            .761 

18 

1.319 

.42 

8.9S9 
1,000 

.28 
.20 

19 

I 

20 

I                         ' 

29,351 

1 


77,040 

155,178 

•Pine  and  Cj'press. 
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NEW  TIES 

Name  of  Cumpan.v. 

Mixed. 

Culls 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

di^tributiug 

point. 

f0.29(»2 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributioff 

point. 

1. 

Al»l)ot.sfor(l  &  Northoii stern. 
BavfleWl    Harbor   &    G.    W. 
Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Cblcngo  &  Northwestern    ... 
Chicago.  St.  P.,  Mpla.  &  O. 
Chi.,   Bnrllnsrton  &  Qulncy. 
Chi.,  LaKe  Shore  &  Eastern 
Drmnrnond  &   Southwestern 
Daihith.  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 
Great    Northern    

31 

2, 

3. 

.307.312 

50t.589 

2.131 

4,5G4 

.4653 

.3.33 

.25 

4 

6. 
6 

13,160 

f0.12 

7, 

8 

8.233 

1 

4,374 

.1.^3 

.8132 

P. 
10 

836 

.731 

n 

'Green   Bav  &  Western    

12. 

Hawthorne.    Nebag.   &  Sup. 
Tola  &  Northern   

10,000 

.10 

13 

14 

Kewaunee.  Green  Bav  &  W. 
Lake  Superior  T.  &  T 

15 

10. 

Mattoon  Bnllwnv   Co 

17 

Northern  Paeiflc   

18 

Northwestern   Coal   

19. 

Stanlev.   Merrill  &  Phillips. 

?r>. 

Winona   Bridge 

34 

.30 

21. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

22 

Whitcomb  &  Morris  

Total    

833. 74D 

24,004 

Repobt  of  the  Bailboad  Commibsiq]^. 
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LAID.— Continued. 


Bridge. 

Switch. 

Total. 

• 

Number. 

Ayerage 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

No. 

1 
1 

6,253 

2,000 

307,312 

680,199 

147,351 

77,128 

3,623 

8,233 

19,634 

61,760 

99,700 

10,000 

10,400 
4,356 

11,413 

38,769 
1,000 

13,325 
64 

19,406 
1,000 

$0.28484 
.26 
.4668 

.384 
.36 

...•«..•••••..  ..•...•....•. .|. ......... .«•• 





• 

•••■•••••••*•• 

^ 

.47 
.188 
26.12 
40.17 
.382 
.10 
.36 
.407 
.412 
.20 
.352 
.462 
.286 

379 

.13210 

223 

10.5011 

10 

11 

12 

IS 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

.20 

22 

.........a.... 

379 

223 

1,612,727 

51— R.  R. 
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NEW  TIES 
On  Roads  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported  to  the 


Oak. 

Tamarack. 

Name  of  Ck>mpaDy . 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distribnting 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

1.  Abbotsf ord  &  Northeastern - 

2.  Ohicairo  Sc  Northwestern  ... 

901,510 

113,485 

1,342,8R6 

7,687 

11,757,406 

.0090 
.6500 
.5280 
.5900 
.3620 

8.  Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  0..  .. 
4.  Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy. 
6.  Chi..  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

68.478 

.3400 

6.  Illinois  Central   

7.  Drummond  &  Southwestern 

8.  Duhith,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic 

22,309 

.1725 

n.  GrePD  Bay  &  Western    

5.90O 

.5000 

10.  Hawthorne.   Nebasr.   St  Sud. 

1.705 

.9000 

11.  lola  &  Northern  

12.  Kewauneo.  Green  Bav  &  W. 

1.900 

106,  in 

613 

.5000 
.6500 
.4970 
.3000 

13.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T 

14.  Northern  Pacific  

2.142 

687. 1G5 

.3200 

.3160 

15.  Northwestern  Coal    

IC.  Wlscon.siu  &  Michigan  

•  •  'y 

Total   

4,237,353 
21 

606.799 
21 

No.  of  railroads  reporting 

1  Red  oak  treated  1125354  at  38c. 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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LAID. 

Railroad  CommiBsion  of  Wisconsin  for  Year  ending  June  80,  1906.— Wli<He  Line.. 


Pine. 

Cedar. 

HeinlocJc. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

No. 

6,067 

•TBVn 

;:;::;;:;;::::  ::::::::::::::f::::::::::::::i 

10.316 

.3100 

139,685 
560,373 

.4100 
.4900 

61,478 

.2900 

4,162 

.3600 

- 

::;;::::::::::  ::::;:::;:::::i 

7.000 

.1200 

29,161 
8,600 

.2066 
.4600 

121,616 
64.600 

.2686 
.8600 

10 

628 
9.443 

.8200 
.3600 

11 

.............J 

900 

.4600 

1st 

It 

14 

Ifr 

8,763   i 

.4000 

37,197 

.8000 

1ft 

17,816 

747,482 
f                 21 

304,670 
21 

21 

,.f 

1 

,. 

^jsj»   ri  T      ►?"    T  £IZ 


=si  'jy. 


TlfS 


At 


poUt. 


i-    Jul  ij..;**-  M   V -«».'- -1 
-»»..»         ;     >    >    Jt    J.   ^ :  - 


.UN 


T     X  '.J-     >? 


a   >    :»5'- 


*■  ^^ 


»""'  T, 


»r>i 


«  J^.' 
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LAID— Whole  Line— Continued. 


Brdge- 

Switch. 

Total. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

No. 

5,715 

4.119 

909.806 

909,806 

401,525 

2.670,381 

33,193 

1,834,399 

7.000 

185.0S0 

1.064.808 

78,800 

2.705 

623 

12.243 

2,343 

336,603 

1,857,017 

929 

46,960 

623,783 

.2469         1 

•  •••*•«■  (V a... 

\ 

.2800 
.4599 
.4669 
.4300 

3 

8 

8 



6 

•  •••••••••••..1 

a 

6 

.4166 
.3607 
.1200 
.2461 
.3867 
.3720 
.1633 
.3200 
.3810 
.3640 
.3586 
.3050 
.6960 
.3271 
.3170 

7 

1 

8 

- 

•  a.  ••••■•.  <>«.i 

9 

584 

1.0734 

8,513 

.5266 

10 
11 

*  ■■ 

1» 



u 

•  ■■••••••■••••* 

14 

IS 

106 

1.020 

16 

IT 

•  ■«•••••• 1 

IS 

316 

1.340 

1» 

2t^ 

1.460 

1          i.isb         '"  18,212  ' 

.6320 

at 

2,044 
21 

1 

17.199 
21 

12.873,972 
21 

.3867 
20 

J 

'800 


Repobt  of  the  Kaileoad  Commission. 


NEW  TIES 
On  Roads  doing  Business  in  Wisconsin  as  Reported  to  the  Bail 


Oak."* 

Tamarack. 

Name  of  Company. 

•  Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

I.  Abbots'ford  &  Northeastern. 

13 

.484A1 

2.  Ahnaoee  A  Western 

8.  Bayfield  Transfer  

4.  Chicacro  A  Northwestern  ... 

521,490 

91.641 

1.449,325 

9,507 

32,609 

415,660 

.01 
.65 
.525 

.00 
.49 
.86 

•.Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.... 
6.  Chi..  Burlinirton  Sc  Quincy. 

86,005 

.35 

7.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eiastern: 
First  grade  

Second  grad^ 

•^8.  Illinois  Central   

9.  Duluth.  S.  S.  A  Atlantic... 

11,658 

.2891 

"10.  Great   Northern    

38.007 
7,000 

.6044 

.50 

11.  Green  Bay  A  Western   

"12.  lola  A  Northern  

13.  Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  A  W. 

14.  I/ike  Superior  T.  A  T 

16.  Mattoon  Railway  Co 

i,s66 

475 

.60 

.113 

3,880 
5,706 

.325 
.20 

10.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 
17.  Northern  Pacific  

17,624 
73,815 

.60 
.409 

370,788 
1,000 
6,662 

.362 

18.  Northwestern  Coal   

.462 

19.  Stanley.  Merrill  A  Philllos. 

.280 

20.  W  i  nona  Br Idire  

81.  Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

12,067 

.98 

SB   Whitcomb  A  Morris  

Total    

3,506,456 

497,356 

Report  of  the  Ra^ileoad  Commission. 
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liAID- 

road  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  80,  190S— Whole  Line. 


Pine 

. 

Cedar. 

Bemlook. 

Number. 

Average 

prioe  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Averaire 

>price  at 

distributing 

point. 

No. 

r 
I 
j                       ..... 

6,209 
3,600 
2,000 

10.28289 
.28 
.26 

1 

1 

t 

3.500 

.28 

2 

1 

t 

4 

8,218 
30,296    1 

.... 

.30 

.476 

, ...1 

121.801 
440,919   > 

.46  * 
.60 

77,630 

.31 

6 
6 

2.798 
268 

.35 
.30 

1 

2,709 

.49 

7 

1 

, 1 

,    1 

8 

124 

.2164     1 

29,603 

.2667 

113.332 

.2444 

9 
10 

1,500 

.30 

22,66a* 

.382 

69.200 

822 

5,200 

.36 
.36 
.36 

11 
12 

3,700 

.45 

13 

1 

14 

1 

5.707 

.20 

16 

1 

16 

1.022.659 

.28 

17 

18 

6.663 

.286 

19 

30 

.761       \ 

20 

2,509** 

.42 

12,849 
1.000 

.28 
.20 

21 

22 

-I 

1.062.826 

'1 

623.241 

302,678 

802 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


NEW  TIES 


Mixed. 

CuUe. 

Name  of  Company. 

• 

Number.- 

Average 
price  at 
distributing 
point. 

Number. 

Average 

prioe  at 

distributing 

point. 

1.  Abbotsford  &  Nortbeastern. 

31 

.89082 

2.  Bayfield  Transfer  

8.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

1,442,556 

2,131 

1,028,358 

.4658 

.87 

.25 

4.  Chicago  A  Northwestern  ... 

5.  Chi.,  St.  P..  Mpls.  A  O.... 

6.  Ch!.,  Burlington  A  Qulncy. 

15,960 

.12 

7.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  A  Eastern 

8.  Illinois  Central   

1,157.097 

8,238 

62 

734.516 

.38 

.138 

.12506 

9.  Drummond  A  Southwestern 

10.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

11.  Great  Northern  

6,858 

.732 

12.  Green  Bay  &  Western   

IS.  Hawthorne.   Nebag.  &  Sup. 
14.  lola  A  Northern  

••••*•■••••••• 

10,000 

.10 

15.  Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  A  W. 

»" 

16.  Lake  Superior  T.  A  T 

17.  Mattoon  Railwaj'  Co 

• 

18.  MplB..  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M.. 

286,989 

.27 

19.921 

19.  Northern  Pacific  

29.  Northwestern  Coal   

21.  Stanley.  Merrill  A  Phillips. 

22.  Winona   Bridge   

84 

.80 

28.  Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

24.  Whitcomb  A  Morris  

25.  Wisconsin  Central   

386,118 

.291 

Total    

6,110,662 

52,784 

Bbfobt  of  the  BAiutOAD  Commission. 
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LAID— Whole  Line,  1906.— Continued. 


Bridges. 

Switch. 

Tot 

:al.         ^ 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

• 

Number. 

Average 

price  at 

distributing 

point. 

Number. 

No. 

1 

6,263 

2,000 

1.118.863 

1.964,046 

842,476 

2.948.892 

47,691 

1.673.366 

8,233 

166.874 

772,613 

99,700  " 

10,000 

822 

10,400 

.            4,355 

11.413 

2T7.781 

1.467.262 

1.000 

13,325 

64 

28,026 

1,000 

403.642 

10.288484 
.26 
.4663 

.88 

1 

2 

8 

4 

5 

1 

6 

•••••••••■""••1 

.45 

.87 

.183 

.2548 

.4017 

.882 

.10 

.36 

.407 

.412 

.20 

.282       ] 

.306 

.462 

.286 

7 

8 

^,,,, 

9 

1.394 

1.3210     > 

2,968 

.5011 

10 
11 

12 

18 

14 

16 

16 

t 

17 

i            3.847 

1 

.85 

18 

19 

20 

1 

21 

22 

— 

. . ........".. .1 . .... ....... '. '. 

28 

..;;:;;;:::::x::::::!!:":: 

.20 

.804 

24 

2.il6 

•99 

16.109 

.536 

26 

3.809 

21,414 

11.273,075 

804 
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OaNBUMPnON  OF  FUBli  BT  LOOOMOIiyBS. 

For  roads  doinar  bnsiness  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission 

for  the  year  endlnir  June  80,  1905.— Wisconsin. 


I 

Passenger  Looomoiives. 

Name  of  Company. 

Bitamin- 

0118  coal. 

Tons. 

Wood,  cords. 

Total 

fnel 

cou- 

samed. 

Miles 
run. 

Average 
Dounas 

Hard. 

Soft. 

OOO- 

snmed 

per 
mile. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi..  Milwaulcee  &  St.  P.^. 

1,390 

11^,886 

180,100 

60,966 

4,917 

4,016 

5,658 

370 

8,507 

11,273 

4,167 

2,721 

r6,840 

1,352 

1,360 

129,965 

181,167 

61,871 

4,996 

4,077 

5,750 

382 

2,633 

11,882 

4,200 

2,721 

67,003 

1,852 

42,744          65.04 
3.816  ISO'          f»  AA 

1             278 

1,870 

830 

Chicago   &    Northwestern.. 
Chi..   St.  P.   Mpls.  &  O... 

634 

4,067,136 

1,404,197 

72.797 

160,826 

221,969 

11,670 

89.08 
87.41 

Illinois    Central    

29 

135  62 

Daluth.  S.  S.  A  Atlantic. 

42 

184 

24 

64.06 

Green  Bay  St  Western  .... 

61.80 

lola  &  Northern*   

66.08 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  ft  W.* 

52 

60.27 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M. 

118 
57 

802,790 
158,396 

76,875 
1,466,476 

45,478 

74.  &5 

Northern   Pacific    

6 

54.76 

Wisconsin  &  Michi^ran  

70.00 

Wisconsin    Central    

505 

77.88 

Wisconsin  Western*  

69.46 

Total  (18  roads  reporting) 

466,133 

660 

3,800 

468,250 

11,331,463 

82.20 

^  Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 
*  Passenger  and  freight. 
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CONSUMPTION    OF    FUEL.   BY    LOCOMOTIVES,    WISCONSIN,    I905.-Coiit. 


Name  of  Compuny. 


Freight  LooomotiTea. 


Bitumin- 

ouBOoel. 

Tons. 


Wood,  cords. 


Soft. 


Hard. 


ToUl 
fuel 
con* 

somed. 


BiileH 
ran. 


Average 
pounds 

con- 
sumed 

per 
mile. 


Abbotsford  Sc  Nortbeastern 
Chi.,  Milwaukee  A  St.  P.^. 
Chicago  A  Northwestern.. 
Chi.,   St.   P.,   Mpls.  &  O. 

Illinois   Central    

Drummond  ft  Southwestern 
Ihiluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 

Green  Bay  A  Western   

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  ft  Sup. 
Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern 
Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central   

Total  (18  roads  reporting) 


600 

849,966 

486,453 

185,618 

6,844 

796 

13,1U5 

2,271 

622 

51,604 

12,063 

1,960 

152,143 

67 

7S0 

1,738 

1.847 

866 

31 

114 
250 
710 

402 
96 

10 

.%....>... 

8S9 

1,221.008 

907 

0,880 

629 

850,841! 

487,807 

186,649 

5,864 

796 

8,437 

13,820 

2,687 

51,860! 

19,079 

1,969 

152,668 


9,427 

6,888,006 

6,545,650 

8,178,971 

80,809 


1,225.050 


176,271 
260,840 
85,300 
12,300 
914.984 
211,680 

2.148, 


17.458,480 


188.44 
180.09 
176.90 
185.61 
188.77 


95.73 
102.13 
807.63 
101.14 
118.84 
114.16 

70.00 
141.96 


140.27 


^  Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 
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CONSUMPTION    OF    FUEL    BY    LOCOMOTIVES,    WISCONSIN.    I905.-Coiit. 

Switching  LooomotiTed. 


Name  of  Com  pan  y 


!  Bitomin- 

oos  coal . 

Tons. 


Wood,  cords. 


Hard. 


Soft. 


Total 
f  ael  con- 
sumed. 

Tods 


MUes 
ran. 


ATorafft 
poondis 
con- 
sumed 

mile. 


Cbl.,  Milwaukee  ik  St.  P.>. 
C*liicago  &>  Northwestern... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O.. 
C*hlcago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern.. 

Illinois  Central   

Dulnth,  S.  S.  A  Atlantic... 

Green   Bay  &.  We.st<»rn 

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  ft  Sup. 
Hazelhnrst  &  SoutheaRtern 
Lake  Snp.  T.  &  T.   Co.... 

Northern   Pacific   

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co. 

Wlaconsln  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin    Central    

Total  (18  roads  reporting) 


<i7,736 

109,000 

17,500 

3.743, 

214 

2ee 

1,736' 
491' 


3.838 

4,606 

456 

93f» 

20.878 


281.681 


4ffr 


tn 


146 

on 
lor 


8 

74 

164 


34 
31 
14 


no 


1. 


07.80B 

100,784 

17,641 

3.743 

Z15 


1,778 
668 


3,866 

4.622 

463 

985 

20.6B6 


1.645,380 

2,902,006 

971 .002 

168.879 

3.198 

9.119 

73,368 

8,500 

20.000 

118,850 

121.200 

20.200 

24,250 

489,122 


82.4» 
73.06 
Ol.TV- 
44.83 

184.46 
57.60^ 
48.88 

183.62 
62.90^ 
05.15 
76.28 
45.00^ 
TT.OO- 
80.98 


0.204.0m  74.32 


^  Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 
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<:ONSUMPTION    OF    FUEL    BY    LOCOMOTIVES.    WISCONSIN,    19(».-Cont. 


Name  of  Company, 


Bitamia- 

oaeooal. 

Tons. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi.,  Milwaukee  &  St.  P.^ 
Chicago  ft  Northwestern... 
Chi.,  St.  P.,   Mpls.  A  O.. 

Illinois  Central  

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 
Green  Bay  &  Western  .... 
fiawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

-Northern   Pacific    

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  .... 
Wisconsin  Central   

Total     


500 

16,934 

22,061 

6,502 

214 

572 

342 

sen 

407 

1,194 

11,012 


60,006 


Constraotion  Locomotives. 


Wood,  cords. 


Hard. 


Soft. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed . 

Tons. 


Miles 
run. 


88 


80 


36 

177 

70 


1 

12 
06 

1 


37 


430 


5001 

16,  OSS 

22,196 

6,597 

215 

6T3 

348 

355 

408 

1,194 

11,081 


00,371 


8,500 

377,816, 

566,210 

141,780 

d,0S5 

28,7721 

U,469 

4,500 

8,353 

11,233 

234,524 


Average 
pounds 

con- 
sumed 

per 
mile. 


117.0S 
89.86 
78.56 
93.06 

141.46 
48.2S 
60.60 

167.76 
97.60 
68.00 
94.08 


1,:J89,602| 


86.89 


^  Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 
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Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES. 

For  roads  doing  business  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  the  railroad  commissiOBr 

for  the  year  ending*  June  30,   1906.— Wisconsin. 

Passenger  Locomotives. 


Bitumin- 
ous coal . 
Tone. 

Wood. 

Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 
Tons. 

Miles 
run. 

Average 
poundt 

Name  of  Company. 

Hard, 
cords . 

Soft, 
cords. 

.con- 
sumed 
per 
mile. 

Ahnaoee  &  Western  

1,706 

133,142 

181,288 

62,588 

4,462 

619 

4,(f72 

1,705 

133,237 

182,347 

63,062 

4,472 

619 

4,067 

6,231 

11,060 

4,629 

3,064 

67,942 

2,079 

42,668 

8,347,591 

4,060,071 

1,464.007 

61,619 

11,919 

161,962 

220,196 

288.721 

156,566 

83,875 

1,486,597 

38,666 

80.10 

C.  M.  &  St.  P 

191 

1,908 

987 

79.631 

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0 

651 

89.88 
86.19 

Illinois  Central  

16 

146.1(1 

Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

68.00 

Dnluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic... 

SO 

274 

106 

46 

68.78 

Greon  Bay  &  Western 

M.,  St.  S.  &  S.  Ste.  M 

0.004 

11, (KO 

4,0(« 

3,0.54 

07,671 

66.00 

7W.75 

Northern  Pacific  

5 

59.50 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

72.84 

Wisconsin   Central    

543 

91.41 

Mineral  Point  nnd  Northern 

2,079 

107.W 

Total    

482,378 

671 

3,482 

4ov  y  m04 

11,433,300 

84.76 

Report  of  the  Eailroad  Commission. 
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C0NSU3«>TI0N    OF 


FTEL    BY    LOCOMOTIVES,    1906,     WISCONSIN.-Cont. 
Freight  Locomotlyes. 


Name  of  CompaDy 


Bitumin- 
ous coal. 
Tons. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  E 

C,   M.  &  St.    P 

Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

C,  St.  P.,  M.   &  O 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

IllinolB   Central 

Chip.  River  &  Northern.. 
Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  Lake 

Drummond    &    S.    W 

Dal.,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Neb.  &  Sup..> 

HaEclhurst  &  S.   E 

Hillsboro  &  Northenstern. 

lola    &    Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  B.  &  W 
Marinette,  Tomah'k  &  W 
Mpls,  St.  P.   &  S.  Ste.  M 

Northern    Pacific 

Northwestern   Coal 

Stanley.  Merrill     &     Phll- 

I'ps     ..J 

Wisconsin   &   Michigan 

Whltcomb    &    Morris 

Wisconsin  Central 

Wisconsin    Western 

Superior  &  Southeastern.. 


Wood, 


Hard, 
cords. 


Soft, 
cords. 


889 
375,218 
498,374 
147,343 

400 
6,843 

700 


1.343 

10,639 

13.718 

2,475 

621 

1,772* 

410 

2,740 

887 

56,001 

13,603 

684 

5,084 
3.250 


184,031 

1,450 

915 


Total     1,328.090 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 

Tons. 


941 


23 


172 
*"8 


30O 


20 

539 

1,882 

1,762 


94 

874 

94 


30 
72 


488 
71 
26 

148 


909 


1,444 


6,499 


Miles 
run. 


Average 
pounas 
con- 
sumed 

per  mile. 


889 
875,488 
499,943 
148,219 

40O 
6,658 

700 


1,343 

10,586 

13,906 

2,569 

621 

1,772 

425 

2,776 

973 

55,246 

13,644 

710 

5.158 
3,250 


184,486 
1.460 
9151 


1,332,124 


9,658 

6,192,964 

6,886,171 

2,275,753 

10,620 

91,742 

12,000 

8,U0O 


212,481 

269,182 

24,460 

6,240 


11,770 
72,828 
20,099 
935,392 
263,579 
22,000 

116,626 
89,210 


2.229.480 
43,186 


18.802,330 


181.11 
121.26 
169.68 
130.26 
75.81 
146.16 

lao.oo 

SI.00 


99.64 
103.81 
210.12 
262.86 


72.22 
76.23 
96.78 
118.12 
107.61 
80.98 

88.46 
72.88 


166.49 
67.16 


141.55 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY   LOCOMOTIVES,  1906,   WISCONSIN— Cont 

Switchinir  LocomotiTes. 


Name  of  Company. 


BitomiD- 
ouscoal. 

TODB. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 
Tons. 


Miles 
ran. 


Averam 

poonoa 

con- 

samed 

per  mile. 


Chicago,  Mil.  &  St.  P.. 
Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 
Chi.,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O 
Chi.,   Lake  S.   &   Eastern 

Illinois  Central 

Dnluth,  South  Shore  A  At- 
lantic   

Green   Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne.  Neb.  &  Snp.. 
Lake  Superior  Terminal  & 

Transfer  

Marinette,  Tomah*k  &  W| 

Northern    Pa<flc 

Wisconsin '  Sc  Michigan . . . .  | 
Wisconsin    Central 


i: 


78.676 

120,848] 

24,075 

3,689 

264 

322 

1,902 
628 

5,100 

144 

1,397 

889 

26.676 


407 


118 

814 

277 

18 


I 


3 

112 
22 

82 
28 
13 


887 


Total  I      264,4091 


4091         1,819 


78,781 

121,626 

24.213 

3.698 

266 

322 

1,958 

660 

5.116 

168 

1,404 


26,769 


265,698 


1,806.696 

2,690,804 

764,866 

177,620 

8,647 

11,414 

76,267 

8,600 

137,086 

2,484 

196,948 

21,688 

488,039 


6.168,462 


87.20 
96.82 
64.15 
41.21 
146.14 

66.48 

61.36 
129.41 

74.64 

127.47 

38.29 

82.00 

lOe.TO 


86.20 
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consumption  of  fuel  by  locomotives,  1906,  WISCONSIN— Cont. 

Constmction  LocomotlTefl. 


Name  of  Compaoy. 


Bitamio- 

one  coal . 

Tons. 


Wood. 


Hard, 
cords. 


Soft, 
cords. 


Total 

fuel  coQ' 

snmed. 

Tans. 


Miles 
run. 


Average 
pounds 
con- 
sumed 
per  mile. 


C,  M.  &  St   P 

Chicago   &   Northwestern. 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha 

Illinois   Central 

Dnluth,  Soufb  Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne.  Nebagamon  & 
Superior    

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  & 
Western    

Northern  Pacific   

Wisconsin  &  Michigan 

Wisconsin  Central 


Total 


18.156 
23.108 

il,474 
69 

316 
303 

327 

27 
204 

124 

18.169 
23,279 

11.636 
69 

316 
310 

336 

776 

560 

1,289 

13,»» 

102 

14 

9 

12 

770 

660 

1,289 

13,209 

41 

69,5801 


1021 


431        69,859]  1.726,154] 

I 


462,879 
641,665 

238.398 
954 

14,032 
8.722 

4.500 

26.060 

19,120 

39.720 

271,124 


78.51 
72.56 

96.78 
144.66 

4&;02 
71.08 

149.44 

61.96 
68.68 
64.96 
97.68 


80.94 


52— R.  R. 
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Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES  AS  REPORTED  BY  ROADB 
OPERATING  IN  WISCONSIN  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOR 
THE  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30,  1906,  WHOLE  LINE. 

Passenger  Locomotives. 


Name  of  Compaoy. 


Bitamio- 

QUd  coal. 

Tons. 


St. 


Ahnapee  &  Western... 

CMcaao,  Milwaukee  & 
Paul    

Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

Chicago,  St.   Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha  

Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Illinois  Central    ] 

Duluth,     South     Shore    & 
Atlantic  

Great  Northern  

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Minneapolis,    St.    Paul    & 
Sault    Ste.    Marie 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan.... 

Wisconsin  Central  


Total 

Ko.  of  railroads  Included.. 


1,390 

4fi9.724 
702,321 

137,962 
619,460 
800,677 

24,471 

262.014 

6,668 

69.966 

336,362 

4,860 

68,171 


8,482,926 
13 


Wood,  cords. 


Hard. 


Soft. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed . 

Tons. 


Miles 

run. 


Average 
pounds 

COD- 

sumed 
per  mile. 


2,401 


4,6631 


986 
4,806 

1,744 
7,183 


1,390 


42,744 


460,217 11,742,880 
706,32416,367,604 


164 


7,218 


262] 
4,636 
184 

630 

1,480 


607 


22,406 
10 


138,884 
623,061 
606,979 

24,69? 

266,037 

6,760 

60,281 

837,201 

4,860 

68,476 


13 


3,296,872 
13,978.489 
11,819,1771 

909,934 

6,207,960 

221,989 

1,614,896 

7,186,965 

137,277 

1,758,338 

I- 


3.499,69674,286,026 


13 


65.04 

78.66 
91.92 

84.22 

89.10 

186.00 

64.06 
86.89 
61.80 

74.66 
93.84 
70.00 
77.88 


99.43 
18 
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consumption  of  fuel  by  locomotives  as  reported  by  roads 
operating  in  wisconsin  to  tfite  railroad  commission  for 

THE  YEAR  BINDING  JUNB3  SO,  1905.  WHOLE  LINB-Cantlnned. 

FrelflTht  Locomotives. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bitumin- 

oascoal. 

Tons. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  E 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul   

Chicago  &  Northwestern. 

Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Min- 
neapolis &  Omaha  

Chicago,     Burlington     & 
Quincy    

Chicago,    Lake    Shore   & 
Eastern    i 

Illinois  Central  

Drummond  &  Southwest- 
ern   

Duluth,    South    Shore    & 
Atlantic   

Great   Northern    

Gre^n  Bay  &  Western  ... 

Hawthorne,      Nebagamon 
&  Superior  t 

Hazelhurst   &   Southeast-! 
ern  I 

lola  &  Northern  | 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay    &\ 
Western  | 

Marinette,    Tomahawk  %> 
Western  

Minneapolis,   St.   Paul  & 
Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &,  Michigan 

Wisconsin  Central   

Wisconsin  Western  


Total    

No.  of  railroad  Included. 


000 

1,239,266 
1,862,495 

266,686 

1,690,607 

52,768 
1,262,874 

56,678 

773,768 

13,196 

2,271 

622 
370 

2,807 

1.289 

207.248 
1.206.736 

3,662 
176,117 

1,352 


8.640,608 
21 


Wood,  coids. 


Hard. 


3,243 


7,282 


476 


11.001 


Soft. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 

TODB. 


B7 

2.664 
6.490 

3,627 

18.762 
194  > 


769 

13,392 

260 

710 


24 

62 

98 

1,974 
4,291 


954 


629 

1,240,582 
1,667.902 

267,399 

1,689,974 

52,856 
1.257,729 

795 

65,957 

782.691 

13.320 

2.626 

622 
382 

2.533 

1.338 

208.235 

1,211,196 

3,562 

176,694 

1,352 


64.178 
21 


8.577,066 
21 


Miles 
run. 


Average 
pounos 
con- 
sumed 
per  mile. 


9,427 

20,672,816 
20,780,833 

4,191,688 

16,738,620 

497,768 
18.258,326 


1.169,005 

8,711,140 

260,840 

26,300 

12,300 
11,670 

70,300 

20.396 

3,060.849 

14,385.291 

100,076 

2,478,417 

45,478 


112.009,426 
21 


133.44 

120.08 
159.60 

127.50 

196.0a 

212.87 
187.72 


95.7ir 
179.70 
102.12 

207.6$ 

101.41 
66.08. 

09.2r 

151.2k 

118.4ff 
168.80 

70.00 
141.08- 

50.46 


168.01 
20 


su 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES.  1906,  WHOLE  LINE-Cont. 

Switching  Locomotives. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bitnrain- 

ouscoal. 

Toi.s. 


Wood ,  cords. 


Hard. 


Soft. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 
Tons. 


Miles 
run. 


Average 
pounds 
con- 
sumed 

per  mile. 


St. 


Ohlcago,   Milwaukee  ft 
Paul  

Chicago  A  Northwestern... 

Chicago,   St.   Paul,   Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha   

Chicago,  Burl.  &  Qulncy.. 

Chi.,  L.  Shore  &  ESastern.. 

Illinois   Central    

Dul.,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

Great  Northern  

■Green  Bay  &  Western \ 

Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  & 
Superior    ' 

Haselhurst  Sc  S.  Eastern...! 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  & 
Transfer    

Marinette,     Tomahawk     & 
Western  

Northern   Pacific   

Northwetsern  Coal  

Wisconsin  A  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central  


239,856 
S81,8fi6 

44,881 

861,680 

87.880 

^46»,856 

9,685 

116,306 

1,786 

491 


Total    

Vo.  of  railroads  included.. 


3,838 

480 

177,279 

456 

935 

35,896 


1,912,638 
17 


1,668 


2,648 


T2 
14 


4,892 
4 


614 
8,816 

686 

4,886 
£90 


08 
9,014 

74 

164 


34 

83 
643 


656 


840,U8 
884,149 

44,649 

868,701 

87,061 

461,6ei 

9,682 

117,7W 

1,778 

668 

622 

3,865 

446 

177,649 

463 

985 

86,174 


6,886,416 
10,667,101 


18,4811  1,982,010 
18  17 


88.42 
78.00 


1,486,016 

62.14 

7,047.087 

100.06 

2,891,960 

00.86 

6.748,838 

186.80 

838,919 

57.60 

2,006,680 

117.38 

73,868 

48.38 

8,500 

183.62 

20,000 

62.20 

118,850 

65.15 

6.404 

130.31 

4,508,961 

78.80 

20.200 

45.00 

24,260 

.77 

861,492 

83.98 

42,580,287 

90.26 

17 

17 

^  Of  this  coal  3873  tons  were  anthracite  and  coke. 
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CONSUHFTION  OF  FUBL  BY  LOCOMOTXYBS,  1906.  WHOLD  LINS-Cont. 

Constractlon  LocomotlTes. 


Bitu- 
minous 
coal. 
Tons. 

Wood,  cords. 

Total 
fuel 
con- 
sumed . 
Tons. 

MUes 
run. 

Average 
pounds 

Name  of  Company. 

Hard. 

Soft. 

con- 
sumed 
per  mile. 

Abnapee  &  Western  

Ch\.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

600 

50,964 
00,066 

12.006 

161.106 

86.619 

1.681 

342 

807 
3.851 

57.906 
8.188 

18.080 

500 

60.088 
00,403 

18.788 

152.004 

86,760 

1,588 

848 

856 
3,351 

n',964 
2,183 

18,068 

8.600 
1,886,104 
1.970,788 

287,196 
2,604.018 

486.907 
08.664 
11.460 

4,800 

177,968 

1,396.386 

62,263 

277,403 

117.06 

188 
482 

245 
1.977 

80.88 

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 
Chicago,  St.  Paul.  Minnea- 
polis A  Omaha  

240 

70.90 
89.00 

Chicago.  Burl.  &  Quincy.. 

117.20 

Illinois  Central  

206 

140.8S 

Dnl.,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

8 
12 

96 

48.88 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

00.60 

Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  & 
Superior    

157.75 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M 

87.68 

Northern  Pacific  

15 

137 

83.06 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  .... 

68 

Wisconsin  Central  

44 

94.06 

Total    

808,611 
13 

401 

8 

8.184 
9 

400.384 
13 

8,877,084 
18 

06.74 

No.  of  railroads  Included.. 

18 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES  FOB  ROADS  OPERATING  IN 
WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAII/ROAD  COMMISSION  FOB 
YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30,  1906,  FOR  WHOLE  LINE. 

Passenger  Locomotiyes. 


Name  of  Com  pan y. 


Ahnapee  &  Western  

Clilcafiro,  Milwaukee,  A  St. 
Paul   

Chicago  &  Northwestern... 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha 

Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Illinois   Central    

Chi.,  Harv.  A  Genera  L... 

DnI.,  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic. 

Great  Northern  

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central   

Mineral  Point  &,  Northern. 

Total   


Biiu- 

minous 

coal. 

Tons. 


1,706 

482,573 
744,570 

143,883 

694,214 

850,674 

•1,238 

24,407 

323,861 

6,094 

77,432 

455,579 

5,835 

81,158 

2,079 


3,804,12? 


Wood. 


Hard, 
cords. 


Soft, 
cords. 


2,505 


2.878 


8.156 
"187 


18,816 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 
Tons. 


Miles 
run. 


age 

A?e'(uai 

peon, 
con 
sumed 
per  mile. 


606 
5,208 

7,257 


181 


874{ 

780 

1,678' 


OBI 


18,095 


1,705 

482,919 
746,901 

144,862 

697,859 

852,503 

♦1,288 

94,498 

829,288 

6,831 

77,812 

456,543 

5,335 

81,478 

2,079 


8,912,701 


48,508 

12,133,349 
16,288,348 

3,880,753 

14,995,885 

11,838,022 

28,837 

910,061 

7,086,650 

280,196 

2,087,468 

8,617,7TO 

186,479 

1,788.764 

88,666 


79,500,406 


79.61 
91.96 

85.88 
98.10 

144.00 
69.00 
58.78 
98.0S 
66.60 
T6.78 

106.96 
72.84 
91.41 

107.87 


98.4S 


•Power  house. 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES  FOR  ROADS  OPBRATINO  IN 
WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  FOB 
YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  80,  1906,  FOR  WHOLE  LINE. 

Freight  Locomotiyes. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbotsford  &  Northeast- 


ern     

Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul... 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul  Min- 
neapolis &  Omana 

Chi.,  Bnr!.  A  Quincy.... 

Chi.,  L.   S.  &  Eastern... 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior 

Illinois  Central  

Chippewa  Riv.  &  North- 
ern     

Drummond  &  S.  West.. 

Dul.  S.  S.  dc  Atlantic... 

Great  Northern  

Green  Bay  &  Western.. 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon 
&  Superior  

Hazelhurst  &  S.  Eastern 

HiUsboro  &  N.  Eastern.. 

lola   &   Northern 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.   &  W. 

Marinette,  Tom.  Sc  W... 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M. 

Northern   Pacifle  

Northwestern  Coal  

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phil- 
lips     

Wisconsin  &  Michigan.. 

Wliitcomb    &    Morris.... 

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western 

Superior  ft  S.  Eastern.. 


Total 


Bitu- 
minous 
coal. 
Tons. 


Wood 


I 


Hard, 
cords. 


Soft, 
cordd. 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 
Tons. 


869 
1,869,978 
1,798,998  3,642 


292,632 
1,967,144 

60,290 

400 

1,318,459 

?0O 

1.343 

70.551 

980,421 

13.718 

2,475 

621 

1,772 

410 

2,740 

887 

262.532 

1,490,514 

684 

6.084 
4.891 


213,664 

1.450 

915 


4,464 


11.782 


172 


528 


300 


20  899{ 

1,964   1,360.956 
7,091^  1,804,904 


3,685 

20,133 

336 


632 


374 
94 


30 
72 


2.332 

4,755 

26 

148 
i',066 


294,475 

1,977,260 

60,459 

400 

1,321,435 

700 

1.343 

70,867 

988,276 

13,905 

2,569 

621 

1,772 

425 

2,776 

973 

263,698 

1,493,244 

710 

6,158 
4,891 


Miles 
run. 


Average 
pounds 

con- 
sumed 
per  mile . 


9,668 
22.446,410 
22.19a,818 

4,479,041 

17,914,608 

528,166 

10.620 

18,342,631 

12,000 


1,422,509 

10.320.940 

269,182 

24,450 
5.240 


11,770 
72,828; 
20.099 
4,466.793 
15.928.957 
22,000 

116,626 
134,228 


214.1921      2,688,483 

1,450  48,186 

916 


9,854,1621       20,7881       42,737|  9,889,272   121,898,642 

I  I  I I L 


181.11 
121.26 
162.66 

131.48 
220.80 
228.94 
75.SI 
144.08 

120.00 


99.64 
191.61 
103.31 

210.12 
262.86 


72.22 
76.28 
96.78 
118.10 
187.49 
30.96 

88.46 
72.88 


166.49 
67.15 


162.98 
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CONSUMPTION  OP  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES,  1806,  WHOLE  UNB.-Cont. 

Switching  Locomotiyes. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bitumin- 
ous coal. 
Tons. 


Wood. 

Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed . 

Miles 
run. 

Soft, 
cords. 

Hard, 
cords. 

Chi.,  Mil.  &  St  Paul 

Chicago   &  Northwestern. 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis  &  Omaha 

C,  B.  &  Q 

Chicago,  L.  S.  &  Eastern. 

Illinois   Central    

Dnlath,  S.   S.  &  Atlantic. 

Great    Northern    

Green  Bay  &  Western.... 

Hawthorne,  Nebagiamon 
&  Superior  

IxLke  Superior  Terminal  & 
Transfer    

Marinette,  Tomahawk  & 
Western    

Northern  Pacific   

Wisconsin   &  Michigan 

Wlisconain  Western   


286,157 
452,993 

00,212 

414,966 

101,971 

♦514,822 

10,750 

141,969 

1.902 

528 

5,100 

144 

237.067 

889 

46,400 


Total  2,274,869 


ATerag» 
pounds 

con- 
sumed 
per 
mile. 


1,S19 


1,721 


2,719 


74 


6.083 


410 
8,040 

721 

4,676 

497 


84 

'm 

22 

32 

28 
678 


676 


10,971 


285,862 
466,625 

60.672 
418,3U 
102,219 
615,969 

10,792 

143.782 

1,968 

650 

5,U6 


6.644,745 
9,527,767 

1,770,462 
7,921.271 
3,688,380 
7,083,530 
382,112 
2,483.100 
76.267 

8,600 

137.085 


158]  2.484 

237.4631  5,808.794 

889.  21.688 

46,738  862.090 


87.30 
96.67 

68.48 

io6.ea 

66.46 
146.68 

66.48 
115.81 

61.86 

129.41 
74.64 

127.47 
81.7S 
82.00 

109.70 


2.286.894  46,808,310;         96.70 


*  5745  tons  coke. 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  FUBL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES,  1906,  WHOLE  LINE.— Cont. 

Construction  Locomotives. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bitamin- 

ons  coal . 

Tons. 


Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern. 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha 

Chi.,  Burl,  ft  Quincy 

Illinois  Central  

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  At!antlc. 

Green  Bay  &  Western.... 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  & 
Superior    

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  ft 
Western    

Mpls.  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M... 

Northern   Pacific   

Wisconsin   ft  Michigan.... 

Wisconsin   Central  

Total    


66,806 
82.206 

21,876 

217.643 

46,172 

1.246 

303 

327 

770 
6.441 

64.046 
2.024 

16.788 


Wood. 


Soft, 
cords. 


Hard, 
cords. 


I 

'    Total 
'  fnel  con- 
!  sumed. 
Tons. 


338 


152 


13 


614.646 


603 


95 

684 

«L0 
1.837 


14 
9 

12 

m 

"62 


3,235 


Mile? 
run. 


Average 
pounds 

con- 
sumed 
per 

mile. 


66,868 
82,778 

22,080 

217,667 

45,273 

1,246 

310 

336 

776 
6.441 

64.116 
2.024 

16,814 


I 


615.612 


1.677,706 
2.161.730 

460.264 

3.389,194 

628.099 

56,318 

8,722 

4,600 

25,050 

139,669 

1,269,768 

62,326 
344.595 


10,166,929 


78.61 
76.94 

96.94 

130.30 

144.16 

46.02 

71.08 

149.44 

61.96 
92.24 
86.24 
64.95 
97.58 


101.43 
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CONSUMPTION  OP  FUEL  BY  LOCOMOTIVES,  1906,  WISCONSIN  AND 

WHOLE  LINE.— ConUDned. 


Name  of  Compaoy 


Total  for  WiscoDsin. 


Bitfimi- 
Doas 
coal. 
Tons. 


Q 

§«« 
CO  5 


Wood, 
cords. 


Abb.  &  Northeast.. 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Cm  m;  &  St  P 

C.  A  N.  W 

C,  St.  P.t  M.  &  O.. 

C,  L.  S.  &  Eastern 

Illinois   Central   .... 

Drummond  &  South 
western    

Dul.,   S.   S.   ft  Atl.. 

Green  Bay  &  W.... 

Hawthorne,  Nebag- 
amon   &   Superior. 

Hazelhurert   A  S.   E. 

lola  &  Northern | 

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  & 
Western    

Lake  Superior  Ter- 
minal &  Trans.... 

Marinette,  Toma- 
hawk &  Western. 

Mpolls.,  St.  P.  &  S. 
Ste.  Marie  

Northern   Pacific    . . 

Northwestern    Coal. 

Wisconsin  ft  Mich.. 

Wisconsin    Central. 

Wisconsin  Western. 

Total    

No.   of  R.  R.  incl'd 


GOO 

1.890 

664,461 

797,610 

220.696 

S,743 

10,689 

796 
13.270 
20,931 

3.069 

'    1,244 

370 

2,907 

3.838 

1,719 

62.877 

21.202 

466 

6,839 

240,374 

1,362 

1.980.632 
22 


3.12 
3.60 
2.15 
1.83 
2.73 
2.44 
1.42 

3.66 
3.13 
2.80 

3.90 
3.36 
3.00 

8.00 

2.97 

4.16 

1.77 
2.89 
2.90 
3.20 
2.03 
2.90 


■I 


2.09 


CO 

♦*  a 


9.5 

*  5 

5- 


Total 

foel  con- 

saroed. 

Tons. 


67 


1,209 
6.167 
2.910 


62 


160 
520 

960 


24 

62 

84 

131 

610 

206 

14 


1.687 


14,808 
16 


2.86 

2.72 

.98 


2.19 


1.60 
1.00 

2.25 

'i.w 

1.00 

1.76 

1.37 

1.90 
2.13 
2.66 


1.19 


J 


30 

o 

a  S3 

5- 


Miles 
run. 


Aver- 
age 
lbs. 
con- 
sumed 
pjer 
mile. 


629 

1,890 

566,066 

801.036 

222,161 

3,743 

10.730 

7% 
13.350 
21,191 

3.549 

1.244 

382 

2,533 

3,865 

1.784 

63.182 

21,309 

463 

6,839 

241,219 

1.852 


1,988.292 


2.15 


2.73 
2.44 
1.42 

3.65 
3.13 
2.79 


3.96 
3.35 


9,427 

61.244 

U,176.888 

13,170,002 

4,291,000 

168,872 

188,2341 

• 

369.987 
667,661 


2.99 
2.97 

4.111 


2.90 
2.94 
8.20 


2.90 


16 


38,800 
32,300 
11.670 

70,300 

118.360 

26,802 

1.217.714 

494,640 

20.200 

168.434 

4.888,010 

45.478 


36.636,418 
21 


138.44 
73.76 
101.11 
121.66 
103.64 
44.33 
184.77 

74.17 
74.66 

186.36 
77.03 
66.03 

68.27 

66.16 

133.16 

108.77 
86.10 
46.00 


111.21 
69.46 


106.79 
21 


•  Not  given. 


SUMMARY  OF  ACCII> 


Name  of  Railway. 


Conp- 
1  log  or     Colli- 
uncoup-    sioDfc , 
ling. 


Derail- to 
menta.  foss- 

Irs. 


I. 
0 


s 


u: 


2: 


Abbottsford  &  Northeastern 

Chicago*  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha. 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

Duluth  Superior  &  Western  Terminal 

Hawthorno,  Nebagamon  &  Superior 

niinola  Central  

Green  Bay  &  Western 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer 

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Wisconsin  Sc  Michigan  

Wisconsin  Central  


Total 


831 
30, 


6 


IF      •  •  •  • 
A.       •  •  •  ■ 


ll 


2|       2 
81  .... 

Ol    .... 

881       8 


24'.... 

6l|      1 
4       2 


^    •  •  •  • 


10  ... . 


18 


6 
7 

1 


Total. 


3 


S 

0 


ao 

9 


70 
86 
20 

4 


5,, 


f* 


13. 

109 


1 

•  •  • 
1 

90 


2 
1 
2 

7 

1 

19 


8U 

146 

84 

4 

SO 

1 

14 
1 


8 
229 


Z1I178S 
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•CONSUMPTION    OP    FUEL    BY    LOCOMOTIVES,    1905.    WISCONSIN    AND 

WHOLE  LINE— Continued. 


Name  of  Company. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  Eastern 

Ahnapee  &  Western 

Chicago,  Mil.  &  St.  P.  .. 
dhlcaffo  &  Northwestern. 
Chicago,  St.  Paul.  Min- 
neapolis &  Omaha  .... 
■Chicago,  Burl.  &  Qulncy 
Chicago,    Lalce   Shore   & 

Eastern    , 

Illinois  Central  

Drummond  &  Southwest 

em   

Duluth,    South    Shore  A 

Atlantic    

<Great  Northern  

Green  Bay  &  Western  .. 
Hawthorne,     Nebagamon 

&  Superior  

Hazelhurst  &  S.  Eastern 

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  & 

Western   

Lake   Superior   Terminal 

&  Transfer    

Marinette,   Tomahawk  St 

Western    

Minneapolis,   St.  Paul  & 

Sault  Ste.   Marie  

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  .. 

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western  

Total    

No.  of  R.  R.  incladed... 


Total  for  Whole  Line 

' 

Bitumi- 
nous 
coal. 
Tons. 

i^verafre  cost  at  dis- 
tributing point. 

Wood. 
Cords. 

-•5 
**  a 

II 

Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed . 

Tons. 

1 

> 

Miles  run. 

Aver- 
age 
lbs. 
con- 
sumed 

per 
mile. 

600 
1,800 

1,9110,789 
2.706,258 

8.12 
8.50 
2.15 
1.83 

67 

629 
1,800 

9,427 

51,244 

39,678,216 

48,876,177 

133.44 
73.76 

4,281 
22,645 

2.86 
2.72 

2,000.940 
.2,806.837 

101.11 
IIO.IS 

460,644 
2,762,752 

2.78 
1.70 

6,061 
32.187 

1.19 
2.44 

463,670 
2,768,820 

9,212,674 
40,868.129 

100.06 
187.20 

140,604 
2,548,926 

1.24 
1.29 

484 

14,789 

1.76 
1.73 

140,886 
2,568,785 

8.889,723 
87,318,30fr 

83.00 
137.16 

796 

3.65 

1 

795 

1 

X 

01.105 

1,152,143 

29,981 

8.06 
2.92 
2.80 

1,107 

19,941 
520 

l.fiO 

1.67 
1.00 

91,719 

1,165,437 

21.191 

2,473,612 

16,924,620 

667,661 

74.04 

137.72 

74.66 

8,069 

1,244 

870 

3.90 
3.35 

960 

2.25 

8,549 
1,244 

38,800 
32,800 
11,570 

185.33 
77.03 

8.00 

24 

1.00 

382 

66.03 

2,507 

3.00 

52 

1.00          2.533 

70,300 

69.27 

3,838 

2.97 

34 

1.76          3,855 

1 

118,350 

65.15 

1,719 

4.16 

131 

1.37          1.784 

28,80{ 

133.15 

270,565 

1,780,272 

456 

11,480 

292.214 

1,352 

2.91 
2.10 
2.90 

2,604 

7,278 

14 

1.90 
1.97 
2.66 

271,867 

1,784,082 

463 

11,480 

5.462,718 

27,477,643 

20,200 

328,866 

6,870,710 

46,478 

99.64 

129.85 

45.00 

70.89 

2.03 
2.90 

2,161 

1.19 

203,296 
1,362 

100.22 
60.46 

14,884,588 
24 

1.98 
28 

1    16,270 
19 

14,899,885 
24        1 

287,250,822 
28 

121.87 
28 

*  Not  glren. 
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CONSUMPTION    OF    FUBL   BT    LOCOMOnVBS.    1909.    WISCONSIN    AND 

WHOLB  LINB— Continued. 


Name  of  Company 


Total  for  Wisconsin. 


Bitumi 
nous 
coal. 
Tons. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  Eastern... 

Ahnapee  &,  Western  

Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  ... 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha   

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  & 
Eastern    

Chi.,  &  Lake  Superior  

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa  R.  &  Northern 

Chicago,  Harvard  &  Geneva 
Lake   

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  At- 
lantic     

Green   Bay  &  Western 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  & 
Superior  

Hazelhurst  &  S.  Blastern 

Hillsboro  &  N.  Eastern 

lola  &  Northern 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  & 
Western   

Lake  Superior  Terminal  & 
Transfer    

Marinette,  Tomahawk  & 
Western    

Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  & 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Whitcomb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin   Central    

Wisconsin  Western  

Mineral  P.  &  Northern 

Superior  &  Southeastern 

Total    


00 

u  «C 


s> 


^3 

< 


Wood. 
Ck)rds. 


889 

1,705 

605,190 

823,598 

245,480 

3,6S9 

4C0 

11,4SS 

TOO 

619 
1,343 

15,249 
22,017 

3,330 
021 

1,772 
410 

3,5101 

5,10) 


66.027 
20,168 

6S4 
5,084 
8,482 


291,486 

1,450 

2.079 

915 


2,144,456 


2.94 
3.24 
2.11 
1.78 

2.60 

2.7li 
4.00 
1.48 
8.90 

2.50 
3.40' 

3.10 
3.00 

3.45 
3.35 
2.98 
8.00 

3.00 

2.73 


1,031 1     4.20 


1.76 
2.79 
2.84 
3.70 
3.00 


1.85 
2.11 
8.21 
3.65 


y  Ml 

CSS 


Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 

Tons. 


Miles  run 


Aver- 
age 
lbs. 
con- 
samed 

l>er 
mile. 


20 

870 
0,8M 

2.01 
2.64 

8.140 

1.00 

18 

1.86 

8» 

2.40 

774 

1.60 
1.00 

125 

2.25 

80 

1.00 

84 

1.00 

82 

1.71 

200 

1.39 

606 

144 

26 

148 

1.28 
2.19 
3.08 
2.00 

300 
1,880 

.75 
1.07 

14,867 

•••••• 

9,658 

42,668 

11,809,129 

18,168,201 

188.U 

8o.ia 

102.67 

i25.aa 

4,733,024 

I04.89 

lTr.6»0 
10,620 

157,9® 
12,000 

41.21 

75.a 

145.16 

]80.0& 

19,919 

02.00. 

889,909 
674,967 

78.64 
78.01 

37,460 
5,240 

184.51 
252. 8» 

11,T?0 

72.28 

97,878 

72.58 

137,065 

74.64 

22,583 

1    «M  119 

100.16 

890 

1,706 

606,625 

827,094 

247,060 

8,606 
400 

11,464 
700 

619 
1,848 

16,311 
22,401 

3,455 
621 

1,772 
425 

<  3,552 

5.116 

1.131 


20,237  554,245 

710  22,000 

5,158  116,626 

8.482  234,488 


292,426 

1,460 

2,079 

915 


1,962,146 


4,475,240 
43,1&5 
38,666 


88,126,236 


93.08 
80.98 
88.45 
72.08 


180.68 

67.15 
107.87 


10.24 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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CONSUMPTION    OF    FUEL    BY    LOCOMOTIVES,    1906,    WISCONSIN    AND 

WHOLE  LINE— Continued. 


Name  of  Company'. 


Total  for  Whole  Lioe. 


Bitumi- 
nous 
coal. 
Tons. 


.2 

,  "* 

"^♦i 

,  -^  J  . 

^  a 

m  O 

«S>M 

01  ..i* 

Wood. 

S  0 

Cords. 

?- 

as 

«0 

(OJO 

flBpD 

%m'P* 

*"*r* 

?i3 

ge 

<} 

•« 

Total 
fuel  con- 
sumed. 

Tons. 


Miles  run. 


Aver- 
age 
lbs. 
con- 
sumed 

I>er 
u.iie. 


Abbotsford  &  N.  E<a8tern. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chi.,  Mil.  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern.. 

Chicagro,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha 

Chlca^ro,  Burl.  &  Quincy.. 

Chicago,  Lalce  Shore  & 
Eastern    

Chicago  &  L.  Superior.... 

Illinois  Central   

Chippewa  R.  &  Northern. 

Chi.,  Harv.  &  Geneva  L.. 

Drummond  &   S.    Western 

Duluth,  S.  S.  &  Atlantic. 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebag.  &  Sup. 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

Hillsboro  &,  Northeastern. 

lola  &,  Northern  

Kewaunee,  G.  B.  &  W 

Lake  Sup.  T.  &  T.  Co 

Marinette,  Tomalfk  &  W. 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &.  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern  Pacific  *. 

N.  W.  Coal  Ry.  Co 

Stanley,   Mer.-  &.  Phillips. 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  .... 

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin  Western    

Min.  Point  &  Northern  .. 

Superior  &.  Southeastern.. 


889 

1,706 

2,193,513 

8,078,769 

517,942 
8,298,966 

162,261 

400 

1*2,729,127 

700 

1,238 

1,343 

106,963 

1,446,241 

22,017 

3,330 

621 

1,772 

4101 

3,510 

6,100 

1,081 

346,405 

2,237,205 

681 

5.064 

13,139 

358,006 

1,450 

2,079 

916 


Total 


16,637,804 


2.94 
8.24 
2.11 
1.78 

2.62 

1.60 

1.42 
4.00 
1.28 
8.90 
2.60 
3.40 
3.07 
2.77 
3.00 
3.46 
3.35 
2.96 
3.00 
3.00 
2.73 
4.20 
2.92 
2.79 
2.84 
3.70 
3.00 
1.86 
2.11 
3.21 


20 

3,152 
24,012 

6,814 
33,903 

ai3 

2.01 
2.54 

1.22 
2.18 

1.39 

9,215 

1.96 

898 

22,657 

774 

125 

1.50 
1.68 
1.00 
2.26 

30 

84 

32 

200 

3.092 

8,029 

26 

148 

1.00 
1.00 
1.71 
1.39 
2.01 
2.19 
3.03 
2.00 

2,434 

1.07 

116,778 

cXnf 

1,705 
2.195,069 
3,092,106 

6ei,348 
3.310,907 

162.678 

400 

2.735,270 

TOO 

1,238 

1,843 

107,402 

1,461,346 

22,404 

3,455 

621 

1,772 

426 

3,562 

5,116 

1,131 

347,951 

2,241,355 

710 

6,158 

13,1.S0 

.%0,221 

1,450 

2,079 

915 


16.602,979 


9,666 

42,668 

42,802,209 

60.161.148 

10,000.520 
44,170.958 

4,216.546 

10.620 

37.888,182 

12,000 

39,837 


2,770,900 

19,890,740 

574,387 

37,450 

5,241 


11.770 

97,878 

187,065 

22,583 

6,632,914 

31.625,289 

22.000 

116,626 

344,715 

5.667,982 

43,185 

38,666 


297,383,376 


188.11 

80.10 

102.57 

123.29 

108.33 

149.90 

77.16 

75.31 

144.39 

120.00 

62.00 


77.62 
146.94 

78.01 
184.51 
252.86 


72.22 

72.68 

74.64 

100.16 

104.92 

141.74 

30.98 

88.4  > 

72.06 

129.a3 

67.15 

107.87 


129.01 


'Includes  5,745  tons  coke  and  anthracite  at  $4.68. 
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BRIDGES,   1906. 

Brides  on  railroads  In  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for 

the  year  endin^r  June  80,  1006. 

Stone. 


Name  of  Company. 

No. 

AsRregate 
Lenffth. 

Min.  Length 

Max.  Length. 

• 

Feet. 

lu. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

t 

Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  

» 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chicacro,  Milwaukee  &,  St.  Paul 

ChicaiTo  &  Northwestern  

1 

800 

800 

MO 

ChicafiTO,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha.. 
ChlcafiTo,  Burllngrton  &  Quincy  

25 

298 

S 

80 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

Dulnth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Duluth,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  of  Minnesota 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern  

Great  Northern  

Green  Bay  A  Western  

Hawthorne,   Nebagamon  A  Superior 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  

Illinois  Central    i      82 

lola  &  Northern  

232 

4 

28 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western  ... 

Minneapolis.  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern   Pacific    

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips  

Whitcomb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin   Western   

• 

Total  C99  roads  reoortin^)  

158 

890 

Report  of  the  Eailroad  Commission. 
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BRIDGES,  1905— Continued. 

Bridges  on  railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  tlie  Railroad  Commission  tor 

tlie  year  endingr  June  80,  1905— Continued. 

Iron. 


NaDi6  of  Coin  Dan  y. 

No. 

Aggregate 
Length. 

Min.  Length. 

Max.  Length. 

Feet. 

la. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Abbotsford  &  Nortlieastern  

Ahnanee  A  Western 

1 

214 

446 

162 

11% 

48 

28,3tK)    

30,499  1        2 

48   

8   

2  ' 

48 

965 

2.289 

1.817 

1,452 

ChicaflTO.  Milwaulcee  A  St.  Paul  

ChicasTO  A  Northwestern  

"i 

Cliicago.  St.  Paui.  Mpls.  A  Omaha. 

Chicago.  Burlington  A  Quincy 

Chippewa  River  A  Northern 

14,382 
4,806 

14 
22 



Drummond  A  Southwestern  

1 

1 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  .... 
Duluth,,-  Superior  A  W.  Terminal  .. 

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  of  Minnesota  

Fairchild  &  Northeastern  

6 
3 

8 

1 

212 

249 

2.212 

160 

2 

16 
80 

21 
160 

^ 

51 

150 

1,878 

160 

6 

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  A  Western  

12 

2,012  1 

80 

624 

Hawthorne.  Nebagamon  A  Superior. 

Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern   

1 

1 

Illinois   Central    

13 

l.<'*^7, 

25    

1 

260 

lola  &  Northern   

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  A  Western  .. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  .. 

2 

180    

00 

90 

Minneapolis,   St.   Paul  A  S.   Ste.  M 
Northern    Pacific    

3 

233    

534  ' 

23 
68 

200 
803 

Stanley,  Merrill  A  Phillips  

Whitcomb  A  Morris  

1 

Wisconsin  Central  

49 

11.007 

1 

26 

3,839 

Wisconsin  Western   

Totals  (96  roads  reporting)  .... 

988 

M.6B1 

6 
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BRIDGES,  19Q5— Continued. 

Brldfires  on  railroads  In  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for 

the  year  ending:  June  SO,  1906— Continued. 

Wooden. 


Name  of  Company. 


No. 


Aggrrefirate 
Length. 


Feet. 


In. 


Min.  Length. 


Feet. 


In. 


Abbotsford  Sc  Northeastern  

Ahnapee  &  Western  

Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  ... 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha. 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy  

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

Drnmmond  &  Southwestern  

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  ... 
Duluth,  Superior  Sc  W.  Terminal  .. 

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  of  Minnesota  

Falrchild  &  Northeastern  

Great  Northern   

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior. 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern    

Illinois  Central    

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western... 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  A  Western... 
Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

Northern   Pacific   

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

Whltcomb  &  Morris  

Wisconsin  Central  

Wisconsin   Western    


Totals  (28  roads  reporting)  ... 


S 
5 

2S 
165 

16 


818 

6,700 

4,065 

10,617 

1,685 


28       1,800 


9 


682 


7 

11 

106 

7 
1 


6 

13 

IS 

156 

8 

2 

4 

7 

29 


609 


280 
2,461 
4,400 

TOO 

277 


791 

892 

1,090 

23,365 

428 

202 

72 

1,404 

1,995 


65.210 


6 


6 


8 


64 
48 
48 
4 
49 


2 
28 


30 
21 
28 
90 

sm 


60 
16 
16 
15 
44 
42 


47 
14 


Max.  ijongth. 


Feet. 


6 


400 

1,896 
717 
576 
300 


10 

iio' 


50 

1,378 

430 

100 

277 


120 
210 

667 

1,078 

110 

160 


553 
363 


In. 


Kefobt  of  the  Kailboad  Commission. 
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BRIDGES  1905— Continued. 

Brldsres  on  railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  reported  to  tlie  Ballroad  Commission  for 

the  year  ending  June  30,  1905— Continued. 

Combination. 


Name  of  ComDaoy. 

No. 

Affflrreffate 
Length. 

Mm.  Length. 

Max.  Length 

Feel. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Abbotsford  &  Xortlieastern 

........I 

Ahnapee  &  Western  1 

1 

1 

Chicasro.  Milwaulsoe  &  St.  Paul 1 - 

1 

Ohicasro  &  Nortliwestern 

2 

399           6 

42    

357          a 

Chicaaro,  St.  Paul.  Minneapolis  &  0 

Cliicaffo,  BurIln£rton  &  Quincy   

...... ..I...... 

Chippewa  River  &  Northern  

1 

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

1 

' 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

( 

1 

Duluth,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal 

j : '..  ... 

Eastern  By.  Co.  of  Minn 

•          1             1 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

Great    Northern 

Green  Bav  &  Western   1 ' ' 

Hawthorne,  Xebafiramon  &  Superior. 

1 1 

Haselhurst  &  S  E 

1 1 i 

Illinois  Central  

1 

1 

lola  &  Northern   

■ 

Kewaunee ,  G reen  Bay  Sc  W 

1 

1,700 

..!...!  i.TOo 

1,700 

Marinette,   Tomahawk  &  W 

Minneapolis.  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M... 
Northern  Pacific  

2»^ 
3 

2.2fti  1 331 

234    78 

1     1,573 

2M 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

Whitcomb  &.  Morris  

1 

Wisconsin   Central    

1 

Wisconsin   Western   

16 

2,682 

12 

240 

6 

•Totals  (26  roads  reportlnj?) 

2iVi 

7,308 

53— R.  R. 
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TBESTLBS,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS,  1905. 

Trestles,  tunnels  and  overhead  crossings  on  railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  j-ear  ending  June  30,  190&. 

Trestles. 


Name  of  Company 


No. 


Affffregate 
Length. 


Feet. 


Id. 


MiD .  Length. '  Max.  Length 


Feet. 


Id 


Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 1,384 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha.. |    916 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qnincy 326 


108,047 


Drnmmond  &  Southwestern  |  1  i 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic '  38  ' 

Duluth,  Superior  &  W.  Term 2 

Eastern  By.  Co.  of  Minnesota  2  1 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

Great  Northern  4  t 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior.  |  2 

Illinois    Central    175 

Kewaunee,   Green  Bay  &  Western ! 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western... 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M 

Northern  Pacific  43 

Northwestern  Coal  By.  Co 2 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  16 

Wisconsin  Central  508 

Wisconsin  Western    16 


67,895 

24,842 

210 

9,619 

2.284 

2,376 


.6 


14 

8 

210 

16 
693 
820 


4,640 
900  , 

14,633  ! 


693 
78 
13 


105 


105 


Total  (20  roads  reporting) 


3,386 


9,015 
270 

1,563 

40,782 

161 


282,282 


13 
111 


10 
84 


Feet. 


1,656 


2,181 
1,200 
210 
1,196 
1,501 
1,566 


1,591 
825  I 
614 


105 


2,280 

'        159 


1,466 
466 


In. 


Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS,  lflO&-€ontlnued. 

Trestles,  tunnels  and  overhead  crossings  on  railroads  In  WisconBtn  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  Jnne  80,  1906— Continued. 

Tunnels. 


No. 

Aggregate 
Length . 

M  in.  Length. 

Max.  Length 

Name  of  Company. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

ChicasTO  &  Northwestern  

1 
1  ;    1,330  ' 

1 

1,330 

1,830 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha.. 
C^Icatro.  Burlington  &  Qulncy 

1 

872    872 

1 

872 

Drummond  &  Southwestern 

1 

Dnluth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Duluth.  Sunerlor  &  W.  Term ' i-  

Bastern  Rv.  Co.  of  Minnesota 

Palrchild  A  Northeastern  

1             : 

Great  Northern   .                          .... 

1 

Hawthorne.  Nebagaraon  &  SuDerior. 

Illinois  Central  

1 

1,214    1,214 

I,n4 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bnv  &  Western 

Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  "Wesiern 

, 

.   a  ...  a 

Mpls.,  St.  Paul  &  ^^.  .«!te.  Marie 

■  '■■  1 !  " 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal  Rv.  Co 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

1           ' 

Wisconsin  Central  

1 

Wisconsin   Western    

1 

404  1 404 

1 

404 

Total  

4 

3,820 

* 

830 


Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commissiox. 


TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS,  1905-Contlnued. 

Trestles,  tunnels  and  overhead  crossinsrs  on  railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  90,  190&— Continued. 

Overhead  Highway  Crossings. 


Name  of  Company. 


Bridges. 


Height  of 

Lowest 
Above  Sur- 
No-  face  of  Kail. 


Feet. 


In. 


Conduits. 


Trestles. 


I    Height  of    I 
Lowest      I 

,  Above  Sur- 
No.  face  of  RaU.  I  No. 


Feet.     Id 


Height  of 

Lowest 
Above  Sur- 
face of  Rail. 


Feet. 


Id. 


Chicago.  Mllwaulcee  A  St.  P.. 

10 

1 
17  1        K 

1 

38  1         16 

4 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

Chicago,  St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  O... 

11 

17 

6 

' 1 

Chicago,  Burlington  &.  Qulncv. 

' " !'...'..!. !!!!..!! 

Drummond  &  Southwestern... 

■     1 

Duluth.  S.  S.  &  Atlantic 

■ 

Duluth,  SuD.  &  West.  Term.. 

1 

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  of  Minnesota. 

2 
1 
2 

....  ^. 

28 

91 

i ' 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern 

1 

Great  Northern  

1"  ••• 

Hawthorne.  Nebair.  &  Sud 

— -. 

Illinois  Central  

1 

1 

5 

19 

Kewaunee,  G.  Bay  &  Western 

1 22 

Marinette.  Tom.  &  Western... 

Mpls.,  St.  P.  A  S.  Ste.  M 

1 

2 

1 

28 
21 

Northern  Pacific  

"  *i      "    "    1 

8 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry .  Co 

1 

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.... 

1 

1 

Wisconsin  Central   

13 



17 

6 

Wisconsin   western   

40 

46 

Total    

Report  of  the  Railroad  Commisstox. 
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TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS,  190&-Coiitlnued. 

Trestles,  tunnels  and  overhead  crossings  on  railroads  in  Wisconsin  as  reported 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  80,  1906— Continued . 

Overhead  Railway  Crossings. 


Bridges. 

No.i 

1 

Conduits . 

Trestles. 

Name  of  Company. 

No. 

1 

Height  of 
Lowest 
Above  Sur- 
face of  Rail. 

Height  of 
Lowest 
Above  Sur- 
face of  Rail. 

No. 

Height  of 

Lowest 
Above  Sur- 
face of  Rail . 

Feet. 

17 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Chicago.  Mllwaulsee  &  St.  P.. 
Chicacro  &  Northwestern  ...... 

6 

5% 

8 

22 

0 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
Drnmmond  &  Southwestern  . . 

» 

17 

6 

( 

• 

!....! 

Dnluth    S    S.  &  Atlantic 

2 

82 

Duluth.  Suoerior  &  W.  Term. 

.  .  .| 

Eastern  Ry     Co    of  Minn 

Falrchild  &  Northeastern 

Oreat   Northern    

Hawthorne.   Nebair.  &  Sud.... 

Illinois  Central   

1 

18 



KewAuneo.  nrf»en  Bnv  &  W... 

1 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W.... 

Mpls..  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M 

Northern  Pacific  

1 

Northwestern  Coal  Ry.  Co 

1     „ 

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips  ... 

Wisconsin   Central   

1 

17 

3 

4 

17 

5 

Wisconsin  Western  

18 

6 

Total    

1 

■"l 

«32 


Repoet  of  the  Kailboad  Commissiox. 


BRIDGES  ON  RAILBOADS  IN  WISCONSIN. 
As  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  ao,  190S. 

Stone. 


Name  of  CompaDy. 

No. 

Aggregate 
i^eugth . 

Min.  Length. 

Max.Length 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

^bbotaford  ft  Northeastern  

'Chicago,  Barllngton  &  Qaincy 

^Chicago ,  M Uwaukee  &  St .  Pa  til 

ChiOflRO  A  North  western  

1 
1 

ITO 
860 

179 
860 

179 
860 

<:hicago,  St.  p.,  Mpls.  &  Omaha.... 
■ChlDoewa  River  &  Northern 

20 

2,848 

40 

408 

Drummond  &  Southwestern  

Duluth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Duluth.  Superior  &  Western  Ter. ... 

'Fialrchlld  &  Northeastern  

-Green  Bay  &.  Western  

Hawthorne.  Nebagamon  &  Superior. 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern 

Jlllnols  Central  

32          283 

4 

8 

lola  &  Northern  

£ewaunee.  Green  Bay  &  Western  .. 

Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  Western.... 

MdIs.  St.  P.  A  Sanlt  Ste.  Marie 

Northern    Pacific    

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips 

Wisconsin   Western   

Wisconsin  &  Michigan   

•■••«■•• 

•••■•• 

Wisconsin  Central  

1 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

'Great  Northern   

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Whitcomb  &  Morris  

Ahnapee  &  Western   

Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  

Total    

63 

8,lld 

4 

493 

Eepoet  of  the  RailboaD  Commission. 
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BRIDGES  ON  RAILROADS  IN  WISCONSIN— Continued. 
As  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  90,  IMS. 

Iron. 


Name  of  Company. 

No. 

Aggregate 
length. 

Minimum 
length 

Maxim  um 
length. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Abbotsf ord  &  Northeastern  

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

ChicasTO  Sl  Northwestern 

11% 

470 
138 

6,088 
27.472 
31,186 
11,450 

"'i' 

20 

8 

5 

14 

1,455 

966 

2,289 

1,317 

i 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha. 
ChiDpewa  River  &  Northern  

Drummond  &  Southwestern  

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

Doluth,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 
Fairchild  &  Northeastern  

7 

S 

1 

12 

345 

249 

100 

2,(02 

6 

16 

30 

160 

80 

66 
150 
160 
694 

9 

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne.  Nebacramon  &  Suoerior. 

Hazeluhurst  &  Southeastern 

Illinois  Central   

13 

1.647 

25 

2S0 

' 

lola  &  Northern  " 

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  .. 
Marlnettf.  Toninhnwk  &■  Wentern   .. 

2 

180 

90 

90 

Mpls.,  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  Marie  .... 
Northern  Pacific  

1% 
6 

223 
754 

2S 
69 

•  •  •      ■  • 

20O 

308 

Stanley.  Merrill  Sc  Phillins  

Wisconsin   Western     

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

Wisconsin   Central    

4 
48 

429 

11,140 

'".y 

60 
26 

162 
2,339 

Chicago  &  Lake  Suoerior  

Great  Xortlu*rn   

11 

2,461 

21 

1,3TB 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Whltcomb  &  Morris   

Ahnaoee  &  Western   

1 

48 

48 

48 

Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  

Total    

065 

05,796 

6 

6 

2,339 

834 
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BRIDGES  on  railroads  IN  WISCONSIN-Continued. 
As  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  tlie  year  ending  June  30,  1906. 

Wooden. 


Name  of  Company 


AggTeghXe 
Jenfftb . 

No. 


j  Feet.  I   In. 

I  I 


Maximum 
leoRtb. 


Feet. 


I 


In. 


Abbotsford  &.  Northeastern  

F           £48 

64 

400  i 

Cblcaco.  Burlinirton  &  Ouincy 

Chicasro,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  

Chicairo  &  Northwestern  

37 
142 

10,351 

'"s 

48 
4 

49 
20 

717 
575 

io 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha. 
ChlDDewa  River  &  Northern  

19 
21 

1,788 

240    

1,800  ' 

Drnmmond  &  Southwestern   



Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  

Duluth.  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 

9  ;        639 

6            28 

150    

Fairchild  &  Northeastern   

7           280 
106  '     4.400 

:::::: 

30 
28 
30 

zn 

SO  • 

Green  Bav  &  Western  

«v     ....... 

4S0  ! 

Hawthorne,  Nebagumon  &  Superior. 

Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern   

Illinois   Central    

7  1        7W 
1  ,        277 

100  > 

277  ' 

lola  &  Northern  

5          701 

""s 

60    

120    

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  .. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  .. 
Mpls.,  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  Marie  ... 
Northern  Pacific  

13 

13 

155 

4 
2 

892 

1,123 

23,305 

677 

SOS 

16 
16 
15 
44 
42 
14 
200 
47 

210    

16    

1.078    

254    

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips  

leo  ' 

Wisconsin  Western  

20        l.»25 

362  ; 

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

1 
7 
2 

200 

1,404 

100 

MO    

Wisconsin  Central  

568    

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

*'*^  1 

Great  Northern   

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Whitcomb  &  Morris  

4 

5 

75 
1,700 

. 

Ahnapee  &  Western  

48    

1,296  1 

Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  

Total    

697 

55,130 

10 

4 

1,800 

Report  of  the  Kaileoad  Commission. 
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BRIDGES  ON  RAILROADS  IN  WISCONSIN-Contlnued. 
As  reported  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1006. 

Combination. 


Name  of  Compaoy. 

No. 

Aggregate 
length . 

Minimum 
Length. 

Maximum 
length. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet 

In. 

Abbotsford  A  Northeastern 

Cbicacro.  Burlinfirton  &  Quincy   

Chicairo.  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  .... 

1 

ChicafiTO  &  Northwestern 

2 

39G 

6 

42 

81^ 

a 

Chlcairo.   St.   Paul.   MdIs.  A  Omaha 

ChlDDewa  River  &  Northern  

Drummond  &  Southwestern   

( 

Duluth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic   ... 

Duluth,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 

•••■•• 

Fairchild  &  Northeastern  

Green  Bay  &  Western  

Hawthorne,  Nebagramon  &  Superior. 

Hazelhurst    &    Southeastern 

Illinois   Central   

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western  .. 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  .. 
Mpls.,  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  Marie  ... 
Northern  Pacific 

1 
1 

2Vj 

1,TOO 

567 

2,298 

1,TO0 
567 
iSil 

1,TOO 

667 

1,573 

Stanley.  Merrill  &  Phillips  

Wisconsin  Western  

16 

2,682 

12 

240 

Wisconsin    &    Michigan 

Wisconsin    Central    

Chicaffo  &  Lake  Superior  

Great  Northern   

Mineral  Point  &  Nortliern  

5 

469 

60 

123 

Whltcomb  &  Morris   

Ahnapee  &  Western   

Hillsboro  &  Northeastern  

........ 

•  V  •  *  •  •  • 

Total    

25% 

8,110 

6 

12 

1,700 

83C 


Repobt  of  the  Railboad  Commission. 


TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS  ON  ROADS  OPBRAT- 
ING  IN  WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 
FOR  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  80.  190B.  FOR  WISCONSIN. 

Trestles. 


Name  of  Company. 

No. 

Aggiegate 
length. 

Minimum 
length. 

Mazimnm 
length. 

Ftet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Abbotsf ord  A  Northeastern  

■ 

Chicago,    BurllDcrton  &   Quino* 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  

325 
1,179 
1,531 

580 

24,632 

08,874 

116,021 

96,345 

'***i' 

S 
64 

5 
14 

1,298 
1.751 
1.660 
2,181 

«  •*  s.^ 

Clii.,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha  .... 
Chicago.  Lake  Shore  &  ESastern  .... 

ChlDDCwa  River  &  Northern  

1 

Drummond  &  Southwestern  

1 

3T 
2 

210 
0,450 
2,264 

■••••■ 

210 

16 

698 

210 
1.106 
1.671 

Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  .... 
Duluth,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 
Fairchlld  &  Northeastern  

Green  Bay  &.  Western  

*l 

Hawthorne,  Nebagamon  &  Superior. 
Hazelhurst   &   Southeastern 

2 

900  1 

75 

885 



Illinois  Central   

174 
... 

14,240  1 

1 

8 

614 

lola  &  Northern  

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  Western 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  &  Transfer 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  Western  .. 
Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  S.  Ste.  M. 

- 

1 

1 

543 
105 

543 
105 

543 
105 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern  Coal   

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  

33 
2 

2 
6 
16 
1 
500 
2 

8,176 
270 

2t38 
502 

13 

111 

79 

48 

34 

200 

10 

610 

2,280 
150 
180 
176 
466 
200 
723 
625 

Superior  &  Southeastern  

Wisconsin  Western  

Wisconsin  &  Michigan  

200 

88,266 

1.235 

"2 

Wisconsin   Central    

7 

Bavfield  Transfer  

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  

Great  Northern   

4 
60 

4,640 
2,672 

60Q 
16 

1,571 
160 

Mineral  Point  &  Northern  

Ahnapee  A  Western   

Total  (26  roads  reporting)  .... 

4,450 

300.S21 

2 

5 

2,280 

Repokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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rrEBSTI/ES,  TUNNBLS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS  ON  ROADS  OPERAT- 
ING IN  WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 
FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30.  1906,  FOR  WISCONSIN— Continued. 

Tunnels. 


Naii.e  of  Company. 

f 

No. 

1 

Aggregate 
length. 

Minimum 
ieuKth. 

Maximum 
length. 

1 
Feet.   1  In. 

1 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

AVkhntnfnrd  Jfr  NortheAatem   

Chicairo    Rurlinirton  &  Qulncy   

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul  

Chicaffo  A  Northwestern  

1 
4 
1 

1.330  1 

7,446  ' 

872    

1,330 
354 

aw 

1,830 

3,822 

872 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mpls.  &  Omaha. 
Chicajro.  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern  .... 

ChiDDewa  River  A  Northern 

Drummond  &  Southwestern   

Duluth.  South  Shore  &  Atlantic   ... 

1       1 

Duluth.  Superior  &  W.  Terminal  .. 

"  .* 

Fairchild  dc  Northeastern  

1 

'Green  Bay  A  Western  

Hawthorne.  Nebagamon  &  Superior. 

Hazelhurst  A  Southeastern 

Illinois  Central   

1 

1,214 

1,214 

1,214 

lola  A  Northern  

Kewaunee.  Green  Bay  A  Western  . . 

Lake  Superior  Terminal  A  Transfer 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  A  Western  .. 

Mpls..  St.   P.  A  S.  S.   M 

Northern  Pacific  

Northwestern    Coal    

Stanley.  Merrill  A  Phillips  

'Superior  A  Southeastern 

Wisconsin  Western    

1 

404 

404 

404 

Wisconsin  A  Michifiran   

Wisconsin   Central    

Bayfield   Transfer   

Chicago  A  Lake  Superior  

■Great  Northern  

Mineral  Point  A  Northern  

Ahnapee  A  Western  

• 

Total  (26  roads  reporting)   

7 

11,266 

354 

3,822 

1 

83S 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS  ON  ROADS  OPBRAT- 
ING  IN  WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 
FOR  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30.  1906-Contlnued. 

Overhead  Highway  Crossings. 


Bridges. 

Conduits. 

Trestles. 

Name  of  Company. 

B 

a 

Height  of 

lowest  above 

surface  of 

rail. 

5 

Height  of 

lowest  above 

surface  of 

rail. 

B 

p 

Height  of 

lowest  above 

surface  of 

rail. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet. 

In. 

Feet,  j  In. 

Abbotsford   &   Northeastern    . 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  giilucy 
Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.   P. 
Chicago   &    Northwestern    — 
Chicago,   St.   Paul,    Minneapo- 
lis  A    Omaha       

10 
52 

11 

17 
16 

17 

5 
5 

6 

1 

38 

4 

1$ 

18 

4 

• 

Chi.,    Lake    Shore   &   Eastern 
PhlniK'wn    Rivpr    &    Northtrn. 

Dnimmoud     &     Southwestern. 

Dul..   South  Shore  &  Atlantic 

Dul.,     Superior  &  W.  Terminal 
Fairchild  &  North   Eastern    . 

1 

ib' 

...*...• 

Green   Bay   &   Western    

Hawth'ue,    Nebagam'n   &   Sup 
Ilazelliurst   &    Southeastern    . 

Illinois    Central    

5 

19 

lola    &    Northern 

Kewaunee.     Green  Bay  &  West 

1 

19 

2 

Lake  Sup..  Terminal  &  Trans 
Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  West 

Muls..   St.   P.  &  S.   St.   M 

2 

1 

88 

218 

Northern    Pacific    

' 

• 

Northwestern    Coal    



Stanley,   Merrill  &  Phillips   .. 

Superior  &  South   Eastern   . . . 

Wisconsin    Western    

Wisconsin   &   Michigan    

Wisconsin    Central    

13 

17 

6 

Bayfield    Transfer    

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior   

Great    Northern     

2 

21 

Mineral    Point  &   Nortliern    .. 

Ahnapee  &    Western    

1 

64 

Total  (2fi  roads  reporting.);  70 

17 

5 

16 

4 

Kepokt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 
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TRESTLES,  TUNNELS  AND  OVERHEAD  CROSSINGS  ON  ROADS  OPERAT- 
ING IN  WISCONSIN  AS  REPORTED  TO  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION 
FOR  YEAR  ENDING  JUNE  30,  lU06-Continued. 

Overhead  Railway  Crossings. 


Bridges. 


Name  of  Company 


Height  of 

lowest 

above  sur- 

u 

face  of  r<til. 

s 

0 

Fe.>t. 

In. 

a. 

6 


Jondait 

s. 

Trestles. 

Height  of 

Height  of 

luWdbt 

lowest 

above  sur- 

above sur- 

face of  rail. 

a 

face  of  rail. 

Feet. 

In. 

p 

2 

Feet. 

In. 

Abbotsford  &  Northeastern  . 
Chi.,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
Chi.,    Milwaukee  &   St.    Paul. 

Chicago   &    Northwestern    

Chicago,   St.   Paul,    Minneapo- 
lis &  Omaha   

Chi.,  Lake  Shore  A  Eastern.. 
Chippewa  River  &  Northern. 
Brummond  &  Southwestern  . 
Dul.,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic 
Dul.,  Superior  &  W.  Terminal 
Fairchild  &  North   Eastern   .. 

Green  Bay  &  Western   

Hawth'ne,  Nebagamon  &  Sup. 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern    .. 

Illinois    Central    

lola   &    Northern    

Kewaunee,  Green  Bay  &  W.. 
Lake  Sup.  Terminal  &  Trans 
Marinette,  Tomahawk  &  West. 
Mpls.,  St.    P.    &    S.    Ste.    M. 

Northern    Pacific    

Northwestern    Coal    

Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips  .. 
Superior  &  South  Eastern   ...... 

Wisconsin    Western    '... 

Wisconsin  &   Michigan    

Wisconsin    Central    1 

Baiy field    Transfer    

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior   ... 

Great    Northern    

Mineral  Point  &  Northern   .. 
Ahnapee  &  Western    


17 

16 

17 


« 


18 


.^. 


6 


2 
8 


22 

22 


6 

1 


Total  (26  roads  reporting.) 


IS 


10 


3 


17 


9 


17 


840 


Repoet  of  the  Kailroad  Commission. 


NET  ADDITIONS  TO  ROADS  ANI> 

Net  Addition  to  Road  and  Equipment  of  Railroads  Operating  aq  Reported 


Name  of  Compaoy. 


Riprht  of 
way . 


Other 

real 

estate. 


Fences . 


Grading 

and  bridge 

and  cnlTert 

masonry . 


1.  Chi..  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

2.  Chicago  &  Northwestern   .. 
8.  Chi.,   St.  P.,  Mpls.  &  Omaha 

4.  Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy.... 

5.  Chi.,  Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

6.  Illinois  Central    

7.  Chippewa  Valley  A  Northern 

8.  DaL,  South  Shore  ft  Atlantic 

9.  Great  Northern   

10.  Falrchild  &  Northeastern  ... 

11.  Hawthorne,     Nebagamon    & 

Superior    

12.  La  Crosse  &  S.  E 

18.  L.   Sup.  Terminal  &  Trans. 
14.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern.. 
16.  Mpis.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 
16.  Stanley,  Merrill  &  Phillips.. 


Total 


$1,006,825  28 

79,320  98 

1,004,021  21 


35,119  09 

1,282  00 

68  84 

5:38,965  06 
426  75 


0,878  85 


923  32 

20.911  10 


$8,386,692  85 


$79,480  28 


26,102  84 : 


$8,000  81 

78,919  90 

110  81 

S8,0BO  78 


144,908  18 


11,888,786  47 

95,296  79 

1,784,890  86 


28. P"*  02  i 


1,79187 

20,784  79 


2,070  32 


170,802  80 
12,748  03 

8,408  or 

884,870  46 
661  06 

10  oa 

74,740  79 


950  87, 
1,060  24 


31  49^ 


$188,494  14 1      $292,288  60  $4,888,671  8» 


Eeport  of  the  Eailroai)  Commission'. 
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EQUIPMENT,  WHOLE  LINE.  1906. 

to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  the  year  ending  June  90,  1906,  Whole  Une. 


Bridges 

and 
trestle 


Rails. 


Ties. 


Other 

8upt*r- 

struct.ire. 


BaildiniTB, 
furniture 

and 
fixtures. 


•     Shop, 
machinery 
and  tools. 


$106.096  39 

1,326,643  38 

79,174  33 

761,796  33 


60.218  47 


$922,535  581 

44.652  18| 

738.1160  65i 


46,642  52 
15,949  86 


$418,716  54 

17,307  16 

507,082  04 

♦66,646  96 

19,384  80 

926  27 


136.356  811 
3,374  3^1 


339.263  771 


i 


13,047  78 


2.099  88 


9  20' 


396  46 


152.201  96 
12.261  44 

t2,812  74" 
♦70.465  67!, 


986  701, 
) 


12,616  63 
89.602  82 


17.876  32 
24,714  93 


t61  01 


644  14 


109,080  66 
100  13 


$2,465,769  17!  $2,107,493  02,  $1,262,118  09|  $1,612,748  97|  $1,329,683  20 


No. 


$1,634,533  62       $871,770  84|  $88,768  68 

48,203  48|         99.278  07  

28.381  03'         91.695  02  16.619  49 


99,467  60 

369  28 

8.007  47 

10.648  16 
116  65 


140  87 
"55!666'87 


$274,189  92 


1 
2 
S 
4 

6 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

U 
12 
13 
14 
16 
16 


♦Includes  rails, 
t  Credits. 
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NET  ADDITIONS  TO  ROAD  AND  EQUIP 

Construction, 


Name  of  Company. 

Engineer- 
ing 
expenseii. 

Interest 
during 
construc- 
tion. 

Discount 

on 
securities. 

Telegraph 
line. 

1.  Chicago.  Milwaukee  ft  St.  P 

f.  Cbicaffo  ft  Northwestern  .... 

$126,175  80 

7,766  70 

79,348  21 

i^siiTsi'Ts' $4i079  oi 

8.  Chi..  St.  P.  M.  ft  0 

4,550  00:            1..«I7  ST 

4.  ChlcaflTO.  Borlinffton  ft  Q.... 

49.676  69 

f.  Chicago.  L.  Shore  ft  Eastern 

0.  Illinois  Central  

6,516  77 

1,100  2A 

12,057  67 

23.193  06 

2,067  82 
864  00 

7.  ChlDDewa  Val.  ft  Northern. 

$3,473  77 

S,  Duluth,  S.  Shore  ft  Atlantic 

54  50 

•.  Great  Northern 

6,273  09 

10.  Fairchild  ft  North  I2astern.. 

11.  Hawthorne.  Nebagamon  ft  S 

1 

12.  La  Crosse  ft  S.  E 

7,602  45 

16,760  00 

545  53 

12.  li.  SuD.  T.  ft  T.  By.  Co 

14.  Mineral  Point  ft  Northern. 

1 

15.  Marinette,  Tomahawk  ft  W. 

10.  M.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M 

17.  Northern  Pacific 

18.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

14  22 

89  60 

19.  Wiscousin  ft  Michigan  

20.  Wisconsin  Central  

1 

Total    

1206,264  72 

$90,223  77 

»$31,181  73 

$63,450  77 

^  Credits. 
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MBNT,  WHOLE  LINE,  1906-ConUnued. 
-continued. 


Wharfing, 
ete. 

Sidings 

and  yard 

extenaiooR. 

Terminal 
faoilitieo 
and  ftieva- 
tor#. 

{Purchase  of 

oonntrnoted 

road. 

Other 
items. 

Total  con- 
Btrnction. 

No. 

$4,252,819  27 

$46,235  62 
»19,987  71 

$630,277  46 
1.006.209  18 

$6,123,975  83 

9,826,719  oe 

579,489  66 

6,428,715  92 

62,128  92 

1,071,937  21 

38,063  59 

363.377  54 

2,774,603  62 

17,816  98 

'2,802  09 

199,860  68 

34,545  85 

13,644  20 

136  96 

186,919  49 

283,012  90 

10,603  58 

461,m  43 

^62,461  51 

1 

1 

"336.479  66 

2 

5  366  87 

07  141  QftI 

3 

3,771  37 

1,215.809  40 

H,518  04 

486,26148 

1,600  00 

4 

5 

6 

7 

266.315  78.         65.152  21 

•••••••••••••• 

8 

1,046,067  14 

9 

, 

10 

1 

66 

11 

1 

12 

1 

9,830  92 

13 

1 

12,826  42 

14 

136  96 

909  99 

1 

15 

! 

16 

1 

283,012  90 

8,662  48 

451,111  43 

17 

''\ 

18 

; I    

19 

1 

U62,461  61 

1 

20 

1 

$30f;i52  31'  $4,415,994  31'        $25,247  91^     ^$158,690  14] 

till 

$5,135,000  45      $27,291,289  76 

■ 

•  •  •  • 

54— R.  R. 
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NET  additions  TO  ROAD  AND  EQUIP 

Equip 


Name  of  Company. 

Loc«  mo- 
tives. 

Passenger 
ca  re . 

Sleeping,         Ragffage, 
parlor  aud  '  express  and 
diuiug  cars,    postal  cars. 

1.  Chi.,  Milwaukee  Sc  St.  Paul 

$350,560  38 

253,942,20 

44,133  60 

1758  31 

$361,483  31 
29,924  30 
37,ftfl  06 
88,790  47 

$120,754  78 

2.  Chicasro  &  Northwestern 

8.  Chi.,  St.  P..  Mpls.  &  Omaha 
4.  Chicago,  Burl.  &  Qulncy... 
ft    Chi      Lake  Shore  &  Eastern 

$512,875  91 

258,449  08 

1.782,880  87 

47,937  12 

18.805  88 

«68,0e9O7 

<l.  Illinois  Central 

452,817  05 
1,137  87 

14.800  00 

7.  Chippewa  Valley  &  Northern 

8.  Dul..  S.  Shore  &  Atlantic... 

■  •      •      •  •  •      • 

33,076  12 
805,121  02 

9.  Great    Northern 

1,806,401  41 
1950  00 

114,4ai  33 

50,935  60 

10.  Fairchlld  &  North  Eastern.. 

il .  Green  Bav  &.  Western 

io.soooo 

12.  Hawthorne,    Nebagamon    & 
Snoerior  

•11,000  00 

IS.  Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  . 

14.  TjSl  Crosse  &  South  Eastern. 

5,488  50             2-814  00 

15.  I/.  SuD.  Terminal  &  Trans. 

... 

16.  Mineral  Point  &  Northern... 

1,168  00 

17.  Marinette.  Tomahawk  &  W. 

18.  Mpls.,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.. 

19.  Northern  Pacific  

582,188  02 

50,004  65 

104,220  19 

17,008  23 

ao.  Stanley,  Merrill  ft  Phillips. 

4,500  00 
21,469  32 

2,243  70 
4,018  89 

21.  Wisconsin  &  Mlchiflran  

22.  Wisconsin  Central  

TMal  

H,m.m  m. 

1818.888  M 

$014,445  47 

$108,868  08 

•  Credits. 

t  Less  16,000,000  chajged  against  income;  $151,337.35.  land  income  credited 
account  P.  &  W.  Ry.,  and  sinking  fund  bonds  of  1879  retired  and  credited 
"Cost  of  Road,"  leaving  $6,912,692.94  cost  of  construction  and  equipment. 
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MBNT,  WHOLE  LINE,  1906— Continued, 
ment. 


Combina- 
tion cars. 


Freight 
oars. 


Othf»r  cars 

of  all 

cJaPses. 


Floating 
equipment. 


$417  90 


J  12,171.627  64 
2,511,631  76 
243,122  66 
1,4^.701  88 


975  00 


12,872  13 


$104,255 
14,000 


37 
00 


1.261,530  60| 

3,540  00. 

259.326  47 

1,560,797  77 

•4,827  70 

10.200  00 

1.860  00 

i*.392"00 

i;329*93 

i*  083*.  33011 


137,540 
4.806 
6,033 
4,400 
1,073 
86,751 


36 
98 
96 
00 
94 
74 


664  60 

529  40 

1,166  10 


n,043  00 

26,168  53' 

616.309  76 


106,434  721 


Total 
equipment. 


$3,098,677  49 

3,370,311  29 

600,951  60 

3,386,060  10 

4.805  98 

1,734.681  61 

9,0T7  87 

298.476  53 

3,423,458  96 

•5,777  70 

26.700  00 

•8,985  40 

529  40 

11,834  60 


•4.574  Oil 


$8,883  52 


2,498  53 

•1,043  00 

1,881.790  86 

516.309  76 

6,743  70 

131.232  44 


-I- 


$14,265  03l$10,700.487  84      $898,071  73'         $3,883  52 1 $18, 483, 319  62 


Total  con- 
struction 
and  equip- 
moiit. 


No. 


$8,222,663  32 

tl3,197,030  29 

1.180,441  25 

9,1B14,766  02 

66.934  90 

2.806.606  82 

47.141  46 

646.854  07 

6,198.062  68 

12.039  28 

26.700  00 

•11.787  49 

529  40 

211,695  28 

34,546  85 

16.137  73 

•906  04 

2,068.710  35 

799.322  66 

17,247  28 

582.343  87 

•162.461  51 


$46,774,609  37 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
» 

la 
u 

12 
IS: 
14 
15. 
1& 
17 
18 
1» 
20- 

22^ 
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RECAPITULATION  SHOWING  CAPITAL  STOCK,   BONDS,   AND 

INDEBT 


Name  of  Company . 

1 

Capital 
Steele. 

Bonds. 

Equipment 

trost 

obliflfa- 

tioos. 

Cnrrent 
liabilities. 

1 

1.  Chi.,   Mil.  ft  St.   Paul |iOT,838,800  00 

"S.  Chicfliro  ft  Northwesrern.    iflfi.xi/i.'Tnn  fci 

$121,849,600  00 

164.814,000  00 

29,876,800  00 

174,178.000  00 

3,280.000  00 

80,394,276  00 

23.000,000  00 

107,612,600  00 

9,700,000  00 

7,600,000  00 

125.000  00 

60.115.000  00 

188,876,600  00 

884,000  00 

2,401,000  00 

•80,191,000  00 

17,799,188  90 

8.  Chi.,  St.  P..  M.  ft  0.... 

84,060,126  62 

110,880,100  00 

680,000  00 

96,040.000  00 

22.000.000  OO 

149.646.060  00 

16.000.000  00 

2,500.000  OO 

150.000  00 

21.000,000  00 

156,000,000  00 

400,000  00 

951,600  00 

80,000,000  00 

-4.  Chicaffo.  Burl,  ft  Qoincy. 

5.  Chi..  L.  S.  ft  B 

12,884,000  00 

6.  Illinois  Central   

7.  Duluth.  S.  Shore  ft  Atl.. 

8.  Great  Northern  

406,498  19 

4.858,56i'75 

9.  B.  Ry.  Co.  of  Minn 

10.  Green  Bay  ft  Western.... 

11.  Chi..  Harv.  ft  G.  Lake... 

■ 

18.  M.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M... 
18.  Northern  Pacific  

40,184  91 
70,818  68 

8,786,016  87 
^107.618.600  00 

14.  Winona  Bridge  Ry.  Co... 

16.  Wisconsin  ft  Mlchlsran.... 

16.  Wisconsin   Central   

756,486  00 

Total  

$848,310,777  16 

1990,640,675  00 

$3,506,479  78 

$188,890,881  00 

^  N.  P.  ft  G.  P.  Joint  Bonds.  N.  P.  proportion  Issued  in  exchange  for  C,  B. 
'ft  Q.  R.  R.  Stock.    Not  included  in  total. 

'Apportioned  to  R.  R.  and  Land  Grant. 

•This  amount  includes  all  bonds  issued  under  Superior  ft  Duluth,  Div.  Term. 
Mtg.  covering  160.56  miles  under  construction  but  not  Included  in  mileaire,  but  In 
obtaining  "amount  per  mile  of  line"  both  the  bonds,  tIz.;  $3,486,000.00  are  ez- 
•eluded . 
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OTHER  OBLIGATIONS:      MILEAGE,   AMOUNT  PER  MILE,   OF  STOCK 
BDNESS,  ]j9p6. 


Apportionment. 


Total  amount 
outstanding. 


To 
railroads. 


229.687,800  00 
274.368,823  43 

68.426,926  62 

286.0U,100  00 

6,201,000  00 

175,434,275  00 

49.669,074  94 
267,158,660  00 

26,700,000  CO 

10,100.000  00 
276,000  00 

78.881,201  28 
448,958,412  68' 
784,000  00 

3.352.600  00 

60,946,485  00| 


$229,687 

271,998 

63,426 

286,011 

6,204 

176.434 

49,669 


.800  00 
,823  48 
,926  62 
.100  00 
.000  00 
.275  00 
,074  94 


23,500,000  00 
10,100,000  00 

275,000  00 

73,881,201  28 

«448,968,412  68 

784,000  00 

3,362.600  00 

60,946,485  00 


To  other 
properties. 


Total  Amount  Per 
Klile of  road. 


Miles. 


Total 
amount. 


Amount 

per  mile — 

stock. 


12,300,000  00 


267,158,660  00 
2.200,000  00 


11,964.938.248  951  $1.703. 219. 59S  95|  $261,718,660  00 
I I 


7,029.48 
7,866.81 
1,627.96 
8,473.98 

202.16 
4,440.60 

582.05 


601.46 

226.00 

11.00 

2,131.73 

5,884.43 

1.03 

161.46 

962.61 


$82,674  89 
36,976  92 
88.960  61 
83.634  00 
80,688.0(^ 
89,067  00 
86,172  00 


46,863  00 
44,889  00 
24,999  99 
34,609  15 
68.008  00 
761,165  00 
36,270  53 
68,434.37 


39,603.121  $1,362,452  36 


No. 


10 

u 
11 

IS 
14 
1ft 
It 


«48 


Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


S3 

O 

00 

(D 

a 
a 

o 


i 


& 


& 

0) 

OR 
6} 


0 

Ha 


0     (s 


5  « 

s  § 

9  3 

*5  © 

OB  « 


0) 

be 

ei 

0) 


d 

a 

0) 


GQ 

> 

a 

B 
o 


CO 

a 


c 
c 

<=  ^  B 

s:  o 


S 


6C 


OB 

a 


9i 


n 


e: 

1  1^ 

8    ^^ 
ft     -8 

C     If? 


=    a 
a   0 

GO 

Zi      « 
rs 


-I  ^ 


c-r  = 

*H  a;  - 

^<C  as 

?^ 
9"  01  a 

a.-  « 
c  c  z 


8 


04 


c  Z 


o 
O 

s 
-     _     »- 

£  « t:    ^ 


K 


C        >. 


X        V.ZA 

s      c  :, 


c  cc 

_  BC  ja  e 

i:  a  i  c 

Cr:  2  — 

5*0  a  ^ 

K-r  be  t: 

&  s  c  c 


to 


SS8 

•     •     ■ 
I-*  eo  « 


1^       I 


09 
O 
u 


8 


^ 


??S*^ 


5!l2':^2J^    85c8S?8S8 

t-  c-  l^  «  >-" 


eo  5-;  J-  ift  ©  2*  w 


Its 

BD  :s  & 
©*^  ic 

i;  d  « 

O  H  B 
—  X-  O 

c^ 

ae  X  ft) 

93 


te 


-  t'2 


y. 


sss 


00  «  »^  ifi  T  t- 

1-1  K  eC  W  r-i  M 


S8^^ 


S  8f-  8  ©  S 

■      ••••■ 

pH  ?3  ec  w  '^  ** 


88^^ 

•     •     •     • 


o 


u 

4) 

4-1 

CO 

a 

4) 

■•-*  c 

o  cs* 


0)  o 


at 


u 
o 

Oi 

D 


0,       >       •  4-1 

•^2*5 


a 

u 


►     »-'  OB  •      .   t« 


fci,M  ^^  ^^ 

M  c:  fc^  «••  c 

2  o  o  c  c  c 
o  be  be  be  be  et 

(Q  e;  s  e;  e3  e: 
^_y  J,  c  c  o 

A  "  "  "  "  St       •C—^'^ 


X9  »« 


e  *-  k 

«  o  a 
c  a  ft 


^  SB 

O  OS  M 


K 

^ 


C3  g  o    . 


t-  =  c 
.2  ai: 

3  s  cJ 


c  sa  X 

i-  S  = 
*  fe  « 

c{>  o  » 
4- -a 


;« 


u  c:s  « 


fig 
E 1 2 

eso'-S  « 

hHN4   Ot^ 


JiEI'UttT  OF  TIIK  GaiLROAD  COMMISSION. 


i  liwi 


850 


Bepobt  of  the  RAiuaoAD  Commission. 


72 

m 

a 
a 

o 
O 

•d 

o 

»^ 


M 

O 
A 
0) 

IB 


■ 


«  a 
"•a 


3 


a 


ctf 


i 


a 


la?  -I 
n£  tit 


s  ^ 


a  «  ctt  b 

o 


■as 


a 


o      § 

Q.      S 

0       o 

a 


S 


o 

a 


9 

60 

a 
xi 


5    -g 


O  0) 

c  c  fl—  fl 
5>  ft> 


M 
bfiOi 


«» 

^^ 

fl 

>« 

>k 

.^1 

•d 

bo 

n 

S 

a 

<«-* 

oo 

0 

IS" 

a  c 

00 

l=« 

fl  S 

0 

K 

a>.M 

u, 

a- 

<M  etf 

ZJ 

H>^ 

s 

0 

« 

Z, 

« 

fl 

60 

a  cj 


55^ 

a  u  t4 

P  fl  o 

2  OC  o 


a 


4-* 

O 

2 


0) 

fl 


5 

o 

c 
c 

o 


«o 


fl 

o 
•o 
fl 
« 
.0 

< 


0) 


a 

04 


s 


^5 


cd  ao 


c 


h  cd 

c  »  2 


o 
&. 

o 


<   ^ 


$ 


fl 


13  IT 
tot- 


S  o  0;  flS 


fliS' 

©H3 


6fi 


•d 

O 
(» 

"S 


s 

a 

4-< 

•«^ 
OQ 

fl. 

a 

o 
O 


tsssgg 


fl 


a 


o 


a 

i5 


fl 
bi 

4) 
00 

e3 
.fl  fl 

II 

u 

^  fl 


fl 

d 
•  s 

^  flt 


OQ"^ 

las 


^  <5  NH   w   W* 


S3 


o 


^§8455?       S;g§8    853SSSSS 


t-CQ<3>       eo  JH  ri  »0  rM  00  ■* 
irt  p5  tH  0>  W        rt        T-i 


•     ••  •••■••• 

t^  ec  00      e<5  !^  ^  la  c  oc  rH 

1"  C-l  rt  OS  CJ        rH        tH 


I- CI 


8 


S8@ 


fl  2 

;flS 

+jfl  . 

d  CO* 

bC&fifcfi 

eg  c3  63 

O  O  CJ 

n—  «■•  i>ii4 


o 

hi 

fl. 
fl 

CO 


fl  —  O 

,  bi  d  z; 
•fl  «tl 


flT3 


.•9       fl 

&^  o"  Ec  2    . 

5  p  o-i^ftS  fl 


o 

a 

u 

O  Oi  V 

P   bl 

o.    ^-fl 


8 


S    8 


t-r-u5 

■       •       • 


S8S    S8^^S 


8    •  C 

^    M    O 

'^  o.fl 


5?fl 
n2 


I 


fl 

Li 

CO  d 
d  te 

PK  fl  fl  « 
p .     n<0 

•flS^flB 


tali 


0,^ 


d  o-x  ^^m 


Befobt  of  the  Bailboad  CoMicasioir. 

h 


I     3| 


i! 


d 

ill 


£         K     K 


:f.    S^^SSSFSSS 


if  :**!on  :  .a  :  =  >'a  ■  -i 

£SSaa5S55  B  g|     —if' 


;pOKT  Of  TUE  Raileoad  Commissiok. 


.      1      {383SaS 
"£      1 

8s  sssc-B  asa 

3li5  1 

OS  i 

fro    ^ 


5S } 

SB  I 


iSSSIIIIi     S  §!  II  II 

ia?BE:"Ss  ?  Pi  II  «a 


i  I 


— ,  IlilJill  I  illi  iiils  III 

s  I  iss'S'^T  s  isSi  it;  Jig 


i!i!ii|iiil|f|lq ' 


Rbpoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


853 


CO 


O 

CO 

C 
O 


2&S 


a 

00 

u 

'S 


S3 
OQ 

4) 


c  «*« 


09 


62 
K, «,  -^  * 


00 

a 
-a 

a; 


o 


a 
o 


S     QQ 


a 

a 

c 
o 

o 
« 
S 

2; 


SS^SSoSg^ 


caSo  ^ 


I8S 


@^! 


i5  t-i 


«0  7>C1 


"& 

i2 

i 

CO 

53?5^S^S?;^?2g3 


CO 


S^ 


S2 


SS§je5^?5?i 


§3  •  P    ^ 


go      cc  LO  00 

Oi        r1 r      - 


1  C-  C- 


ift  ri 


30-^ 


!?. 


•2  5: 


i 


t- ti  i-c^r  ci 


^  s 


w 


^r       'X       ^^  'M  ^       *f 


CO 


00 


C^ 

I- 


Qo  TJ  o  t-  Q  t-  o  ,j  jj  ci      M  >:  -^      ;£      .-<  ci  ci  »-h  ;- 

?i)  yo  T-i  «>  »-<  05  -^l^ I-  ?t  —       X  >:  y.      t-t      ci_  ri  ^5  w  I- 

^  vicfv  OS  si  ci  •  ■:  rf  ^  ~J 
-M  r  J  3  «pr  oo  rH  — <  i  ^  so 

«♦  1-1      t-i      -^  -^ 


cc 


I-  T. 


•■S         I' 


-^  ic  t-  o  ^ 


r— 


Si 


u 

o 

.a 

*tf 

n 

o 

« 

^^ 

® 

^M 

a 

-t! 

-c 

S 



Si 

s 

• 

•c 

"5 

0 

o 

1^  O  ^  lA  db  ^c  ^  '^ 
•♦M      TH?ia»T»« 


85 

8 

^ 

rH  r-  >C 

s 

§5 

i 

i 

•3C  I—  rc 

i 

0|3« 

1-^ 

s 

U3 

ST  »* 

s  ^ 


CO  w  = 


C9 


nil  III 


^5 
55 


^^  o  Q  t-  »5  I-  ??  2  ^      ?  »"-  w       • '       —  5 
iH  I  -  ec  io  '-i      .-  re  —      ?J      5      ci      '^5 


c1  -f 


v: 


»' 

m 

t 

M 

• 

5      5 


95      5 
55     ^ 


SS85u3 

Cl    T— I   t^   ^  ^ 


"M  5  5        O  ?1 

Cl  lit  — 1         iS  r-( 


5^ 


I-  v: 


^3 


o 


06  A'  O         aid     •         * 

.Co-  .  S  ^  5i   - 


"St 

c 

08 


J=   -:•« 


c 


& 
c 

•-9 

*5i 


o 


«       •       • 

6  [^ 

■       •       • 

>.  ■  >. 

►^      •  »■<        

V  -^  -^  o 

"S  a  cJ  S  «  c 


o 
H 


a 


cc 

o 

.  S 

gr. 

tTJ 

s§ 

11 

• 

C3-" 

♦< 

u 

CR 

*J  s 

o 

•/I  h 

u 

O-w 

9i 

t-   05 

*j 

ft*  3 

a 

r  o 

■Ji* 

a 

a 
> 

SB 

s 

bfi 

n 

o 

'o  t> 

s 

?: 

c  « 
l-^"-^ 

854 


Repobt  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


O 


o 

Q 

O 

s 

a 

&^ 
o 

Eh 
oc 

o 


n 


H 


P 

-< 
m 

OS 
OS 
7:, 


«3 


Q 

s 
c 


n 


C 

t 

§ 

o 

a. 

o 

§ 

CO 


9 


44  9 


o  5  »  o  »- 

2  £  b  a:  ® 


CO  00 


^ 


9 


CM 


^ 


oo 


^8 


CM  CO 


00  n  o>  c>i  O  ^  la 

r^  oo  5l  CM  ?4  o  u5 
cq  ^  r<  uS  «H  r^OD 


00  1-^  e -<t*  CO  Sp  00 
t-  t-  K  »«»  I'-  CM  I- 


''    I   M- 


rH  r-t  CO  t-  00  U3  r-i 


^  ^  3V  M  O  t^  O 
■^  •^  .-I  «0  CC  OO  ^ 


U'"^ 


cicc  ri 


I—  «©  q>  C5  ri  o  CO 
'^  Ti  o  CO  eo  vc  3i 

fffico  coci  gjco 
0»rt  O  1-5  00  Oi 
OS  O  CJ  O  CO  r-i 

00  «0  O  1-^  ci  X  U5 

••■      ?j  's'  ^  CI 


o 


s 


(O 


S3S8 


CI 


?l 


l« 


US 
K 


Ci  I-  I-  f< 
CO  ?I 


C  K 


Ci  I-  •,?  CI  X'X) 


CO 

o 

c? 
£3 


-  '  CO  t^  cC  r- 


3 

a 

c 

0 

o 

8 


S 


lO 


5; 

9 

S3S 

§ 

Sn 

s 

oe 

IHI-I 

9  s 


s  £ 


s 


5  00      CQ  <n 
coQD     oci 


•         ^4 


00  U3  w  CO  n 


s 


s^ 


t^co 


®  3«c^  oi 

OS  ^  I—  lO 

esi  b>  to  OS 

OSrHS.  25 

CM  rH  CM    ■  «p 


T-Tt""  *H     a»     V 


•■ 

2 


85 


^ 


9^  00  T-l 


cs 


*«*  ^  1--      lO      eoeoeo      «o 


8;p^^^   ® 


01 


ooeocM      »-'      ciTio»-;0» 
T- CO  ;o      «o      ^  irr  at  ;*  ^ 

1-- »— e> 

ocieo 


t-      oc  r;  ?'  ^  i^ 


8 

8 


8 


^  s   s; 

op        CM         <#■ 

^  ^  i 


8SSJ    ^    gS 

O  ^  Ui        OS        »-  CM 

r«      lo      «>H 


8§    8 


S3 


;^5J  s?   '^^p. 


o  -^  <o      cs       r-  r-i  iC 
in  CI  ^        CO         >c  Cjl- 

co' 


8^ 


g2 

CO 

ci 

OS 


CO 


CO 

Si 


OS 


CI 


C1-*  tn 


S    8 

CM        O 


00 


u 

O 
A 


OS 

?o 
».o 


CO 


oo    <  rr 

O     I    00 


00 


CJ 
CI 


'X  ec  o  cj  "^ 

»/:  Ci  lit  cs  r-t 


«C     I   r-t 


00         17  It  ■C  >5  "-I 

ci      <c  ^  V.  laot 

»        •    *    •         • 


r»"  "*  ?i 


1- 


Si 


o 


•J 

• 

U 

03 

m 

f^ 

__ 

^4 

94 

o 

4^ 

c 
55 

I*; 

'*-' 

o 

0^ 

4_i 

Of: 

5 

£* 

r^ 

u 

O 

> 

1 

6 
c 

0^ 

c 

i 

"" 

^ 

C? 

^ 

^ 

'w. 

•« 

^^ 

^M 

^i^ 

1-3 

1^  <'.<', 

.  a 


04 


as 

at 

»-8 


•  o 


o 


>  O  O    - 

.  •*■  ^  ^  O'  ^    A 


o 

a 

.     "^  *-  .s 

X9  -  eS  ^ 

«5  aJ  r  c 

^*  2.    w  *> 


t«; 


^*         ^   !21  w  * 


5 

o 


00 

n 

S 

Pi 


& 


60 
P 


s 

si 

•^  (ft 


& 


u 
o 


^       M 


c 
at 


Oh 

J3  CU 


a 

es 


2        r^ 


I 


s^ 


o     a  a 
o     o  o 

S    53:3 

^     §.2. 
a  •  fl  a 

ts^  bo  bo 

•2'S'S'S 
^■^9  9 

£g5a 

a  P  p  o 
o^P  a 

•    +-♦♦••• 


Rbpobt  of  the  Kailroad  Commission. 


;l.|5 


lis 


III! 


a— 'asS" 


IS  RsSS   88l|i5 


^S'P 


|S 


i 

5  o 


i  ii!- 


ii 


1,1  [  asB|i5- 


iiiii 


mm 


ii  SsaS  iagSSB 


as  BggS  ggeSBS 


:S8    i?i3 


:M    S» 


2"B  ss'as  sa.TS^is! 


:    :•« 

^^^S 

ill 

^il 

S>'*1 

m 

I  I 

I I 


Ml 
1  sl 

If  ii 

111! 


isifift 


856 


Repoet  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 


a 


PS 

c 


*5 

o 
< 


K 


C 


ai-T 


Sip 


o   . 

a  M 


•       • 


8 


•       ■       •       • 

^  CO  O  CO 


•  *  • 

COCPOO 


8^^ 


8^S3SS?S^S!3Sg^SSSS^aS 


i-ii-t        ?-i        1-1  IfiN        1-1  fHlH 


!9g$ 


I 


u 
O 


mm* 


lOl-* 


fe$; 


ll        30 

>        kJ      I 


9 
O 

Q 


i_ 


12  §^ 


H--I- 


§55:; 


Q 


S 
a 


E- 
C 


S 


c 


«     I 


"Si 

a 
'in 


SggflSS28feBcP:?2s38SS-*""^^S'^ 


iSLsrat-t-wt-ciocoeioi-iteeo"* 
ei      1-1  fc  to  th 


'Si 


III 


^S 


9* 

2 

■< 

o 
o 

H 


S«^ 


o  c 


c 


•t-s  O  be  w 


c 


c 
<:^ 

t 

c 


■I 
.    I 


« 


*j  M^S  S3 


tic       2^ 


u 
o 


8 


o^ 


'gs-^.- 


c=^^© 


'—  a  w  ^ 


c  c 

U   T. 


»  Cu 


^  ^ 


a>  a*_r 


c 
-.  —  * 


^^  fi  »Si  Hj  »—  ^  ^ 


S  t-  'sf  S5  .« 
<  ^,  ^,  ^  PS 


•  08  CiS  5 

S  >•  -.  S  c 

btr  S  5  2 
>.  "^  c:  "S  5 

^  C  e  —  ^ 
•Q  ,^  >  >  >- 


c 
o 

OB 

t 


u 


eg 

as 

■*-» 
O 

H 


s 


bo 

c 

0) 

.o 

o 

be 

OS 

0) 


o 


=1 


Kepobt  of  the  Raii-roaii  Commission.  8o' 


ss 

:!i; 

i 

NEW  RAILROAD  CORPORATIONS. 


Extensions  of  Existing  Lines  and  Changes  in 
Routes.     Stock  and  Bond  Issues,  Etc. 

From  June  30,  1904,  to  June  30,  1906. 


As  shown  by  the  Records  in  the  Office  of  the 

Secretary  of  State. 


55— R.  R. 


NEW  RAILROAD  CORPORATIONS. 


LINCOLN   &   ONEIDA   COUNTY   RAILROAD   COMPANY. 
Orgranlzed  Aagrust  22,   1904. 
Articles  of  Incorporation  filed  An^st  31,  1904. 
IncorDorators  and  directors : 

J.  H.  Worden,  Jeffris,  Wis. 

B.  N.  Morrill,  JelTrls,  Wis. 

Edward  Faust,  Jeffris,  Wis. 

John  EisbersT,  Jeffris,  Wis. 

Geo.   Maroon,   Jeffris,   Wis. 

To  bnild  a  railroad  from  a  point  near  Jeffris,  Wisconsin,  ninnln?  in  an  east- 
erly direction  twelve  miles  to  a  point  near  the  center  of  section  8,  township  86 
north,  of  raoge  10  east,  in  Oneida  county,  Wlscon.sln. 


LA  CROSSW  &   SOUTHEASTRRN   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Ori?anlzed   September   3,    1904. 
Articles  filed    September   14.  1904. 

Capital  stock  $1,000,000. 

Incorporators   and   directors : 

W.  S.  Cargill. 

H.   C.   Wood. 

James  B.  Taylor. 

E.   J.  Tull. 

Peter  Valler. 

To  build  a  railroad  from   a  point  In  the  citv  of  La   Crosse,   Wisconsin,  to 
point  in  the  city  of  Viroqua,  Vernon  county,  Wisconsin. 


LAKE   SUPERIOR  &    SOUTHEASTERN    RAILWAY   COMI'ANY. 
Organized  October  .*?,   1904. 

Articles  of  incorporation   filed   October  8,   1904. 
Capital  stock  $2.-».0O0. 
Incorporators   and  directors : 

Robert  T.   Merrill. 

Oeorpe   D.  Van   Dyke. 

William  E.  Carter. 

Carl    Muskat. 

W.   G.  Van  Dyko. 

To   build    a   railroad  from   the    city    of    Superior,    Wihconsin,    to   the    city   of 
Mnrshfleld,  Wisconsin. 


WISCONSIN  &  ILLINOIS   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Orpranlzed  October  13,  1904. 

Articles  of  incorporation  filed   October   l.',   1904. 
Capital   stock  $25,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors : 

Morton   Eastman. 

M.  S.  Sickle. 

F.    Crog. 

.Tam*»s    Dolnn. 

A.   W.  Kopf. 

To  build  fi  railroad  from  the  city  of  Warren,  Jo  Daviess  county,  Illinois,  tc 
riattevllle,   Wisconsin. 
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MANITOWOC,  GREEN  BAY  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Orfiranized    November   17,    1004. 
Articles  of  Incorporation  filed  Noyember  22,  1904. 
Capital  stock   $25,000. 
Incorporators   and  directors : 

Marvin   Hughltt. 

J.  M.  Whitman. 

W.  A.   Gardner. 

M.  M.  Klrkman. 

J.  B.  Redfleld. 

To  construct  a  line  of  railroad  from  a  connection  with  tbe  Cbicafro  ft  North- 
western Railway  at  or  near  Manitowoc  to  run  In  a  northwesterly  direction 
Ihroui^h  Brown  county  to  a  connection  with  the  Chicago  ft  Northwestern  Rail- 
way at  or  near  E>]and  Junction  in  Shawano  county,  with  a  branch  from  a  point 
on  said  proposed  line  at  or  near  Pulaski  in  Brown  county,  runnlnls  In  a  north- 
erly direction  through  or  into  the  counties  of  Oconto  and  Shawano  to  a  con- 
nection with  the  Chicago  ft  Northwestern  Railway  at  or  near  Gillette  in  Oconto 
county,  Wisconsin  ;  a  total  distance  of  123  miles. 


RACINE    ft    aOTITHWPJSTBRN    RAILWAY    COMPANY. 
Oreanized  November   14.   1004. 
Articles  of   Incornorstlon   fllwi   December  2,   1904. 
Capital  stock,  $100,000. 
Incornorators   and    directors : 

Herbert  E.  Miles.  Racine.  Wis. 

.Tacob    C.   Lund.   Radne.   Wis. 

.Tohn  T.  Monson,   Racine.   Wis. 

William  H.   Richardson.   Rncine,   Wis. 

Theodore   Starks.   Racine,  Wis. 


CHIPPEWA   RIVER    ft   NORTH  CRN    RAILWAY    COMPANY. 
Orqranized   September  H,   1902. 
Articles  of  incomoration  filed  December  2,  1904. 
Capital    stock    $50,000. 
Incornorators   and  directors : 

WllHam    H.    Phlpps. 

C.    P.    Coon. 

Watson    F.    Plerpont. 

Steven  C.  PhlpnR. 

David    Humbird. 

To  build  a  railroad  from  Apolonin,  Wisconsin,  running  in  a  northerly  dlre<*- 
tion   24    miles. 


MILWAUKEE  ft   STATE  LINE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Organized   on    February   4.    lOO.*?. 
Articles   of   Incomoration   filed   February    11,    1905. 
Capital   sfo(»k  $10,000. 
Incornorators   and   directors: 

Cbnrlos  J*.    I>oWi\   Cblcncro.    111. 

riarenc*  B.   Hale,   ChlcaEro.   TH. 

.Tohn    M.    Marlen,    Cblcncro.    III. 

N.    .T.   Fltzjrerald.    Cblcfllzo.    111. 

Thorwald    Oas,   Chicago,    111. 

Tills  comnanv  Is  orcanlr.pd  to  b-'lUl  a  rHllp-^nd  from  f  ^-onnection  with  the 
Chlca'^o  &  Northwestern  Railwav  at  or  ne»r  Mllwankeo.  Wisconsin,  in  a  south- 
erly direction  to  the  southern  bonndnrv  of  the  Htate  of  Wisconsin  at  or  near 
section  33,  township  7  north,  of  rau..rp  22,  east. 


PERT.TX.    PRTNrETON    ft   WF^t^torn   RA1LR0-\I)   COMPANY. 
Or«»n»vis5cd    Febrnarv   20.    100f>. 
ArtIclf»R  of  Inconv)r»'tloTi   filed   February  27.    lOO.I. 
Inconwratora   and   directors. 

Henrv  Vehn.  Chicaso    111. 

Frederick   G.   Gel^.   Chlr'nfiro,   111. 

.T.     Morev.     rTiIca/»T>,     HI. 

F^wnrd  M.  Kimball.   Cb^cnpo.   111. 

Thomas   .1.    Cochrane,   Chicago.    111. 

To  build  n  rnllrond  from  Berlin.  Orpop  T,ik"  county.  Wisconsin,  to  a  point 
within  th*  limits  of  the  vlllaee  of  Necedah,  Juneau  county.  Wisconsin,  with 
brnncbew  from  the  main  line  to  such  place  or  places  as  shall  be  accessible  to 
gether  with  such  eq^tenslons   as  hereinafter  may  be  determined  upon. 
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MJSCAUNO   &  NORTHWESTERN   RAILWAY    COMPANY. 
Organized    May    31,    1905. 

Articles  of  Incorporation  filed   with   the  secretary   of  state  June  8,   1906. 
Capital  stock  $250,000. 
Incori>orators  and   directors : 

Samuel  H.  Harrison,  Peshtlgo,  Wis. 

William  T.  FlUgerald,  Peshtlgo,  Wis. 

Everett  C.  Eastman,  Marinette,   Wis. 

Jesse  B.   Barton,   Hinsdale,  111. 

Thomas  M.   Batters,   Chicago,   111. 

Otto  A.   Koss,   Chicago,   111. 

James  C.   Fitzgerald,   Chicago,   111. 

To  build  a  railroad  from  Miscauno  Island  In  the  Menomonee  rlyer,  township 
36  north,  of  range  21  east,  Marinette  county,  Wisconsin ;  then<:e  In  a  general 
northwesterly  direction  to  the  state  line  in  the  St.  Louis  river  between  the 
states  of  Minnesota  and  Wlsconsn  in  the  city  of  Superior,  Wisconsin,  and 
thence  to  the  city  of  Duluth,  Minnesota ;  the  length  of  such  railroad  to  be  260 
miles  and  to  be  constructed  through  the  counties  of  Marinette,  Florence,  For- 
est, Oneida,  Iron,  Pierce,  Ashland,  Sawyer',  Bayfield,  Washburn  and  Douglas 
county,  Wisconsin,  and  St.  Louis  county,  Minnesota. 


ASHLAND,  ODANAH  &  MARENGO  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Oilganized  August   14,   1905. 

Articles  of  incorporation  filed   August  17,   1905. 
Captal  stock  $10,000. 
Incorporators   and    directors : 

L.   K.  Baker,  Ashland,  Wis. 

Geo.  F.   Merrill,   Ashland,    Wis. 

J.  D.  Stearns,  Ludington,  Mich. 

J.  W.  Gary,  Chicago,  111. 

C.  B.  Hill,   Odanah,  Wis. 

Organized  to  build  a  railroad  from  a  point  in  or  near  the  village  of  Odanah 
in  the  county  of  Ashland,  thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction  ten  miles,  thence 
westerly  to  Bad  River  at  a  point  near  what  Is  known  as  Sedgwick  on  the  Du- 
luth, South   Shore  &  Atlantic  Railway  in  Ashland  county,  Wisconsin. 


VALLEY   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Organized    August    10,    1905. 
Articles  of  incorporation  filed  August  17,   1905. 
Capital    stock    $25,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors: 

Thomas  W.  Oberson    Appleton,   Wis. 

John  Hackworthy,  Appleton,  Wis. 

Edward   O'Koefe,   Appleton,  Wis. 

Robert  F.  Hackworthy,  Appleton,  Wis. 

Oliver  C.   Smith,   Appleton,   Wis, 

To  build  a  railroad  from  some  point  in  the  city  of  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin ; 
thence  in  a  southerly  and  southwesterly  direction  through  the  cities  of  De  Pere, 
Kaukauna  and  Appleton  to  some  point  in  the  city  of  Menasha. 


DUBUQUE  &  WESTERN   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Organized  September  14,  1905. 
Articles  of  Incorporation  filed  September  21,  1905. 
Capital  stock  $50,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors: 

J.  M.  McFadderi,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

A.  W.  Tredway,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

F.  J.  Pickenbrock,  Dubuque,   Iowa. 

H.  H.  Bllsh,   Dubuque,  Iowa. 

J.  E.  Hedly,  Dubuque,   Iowa. 

C.  A.   Noyes,   Dubuque,  Iowa. 

W.  B.  Martin,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

To  build  a  railroad  from  a  point  on  the  line  between  Wisconsin  and  Illinois 
in  Jamestown  township.  Grant  county,  Wisconsin,  near  the  village  of  Fairplay, 
to  Bloominl^n,   WiscouBln. 
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milwaukee  terminal  railway  company. 

Organized    December    9.    1905. 

Articles  of  incorporation  filed  December  11,  1905. 

Capital    stock   $150,000. 

Incorporators  and  directors : 

Geo.  D.  Van  Dyke,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

W.  D.  Van  Dyke,  Milwaukee,   Wis. 

Charles  Muskat    Milwaukee,  Wis. 

E.   W.  Howland,  Milwaukee,   Wis. 

Howard  Green,   Milwaukee,   Wis. 

To  build  a  road  from  some  convenient  terminus  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee 
runninK  thence  in  a  westerly,  southwesterly  and  southerly  direction  to  a  point 
of  intersection  within  the  city  limits  of  Milwaukee,  thereafter  to  be  definitely 
located.    The  length  of  said  road  to  be  3  miles. 


LAKE    BTJPERIOR   SOUTHERN   RAILWAY   COMPANY. 
Organized  April  10,  1906. 
Articles  of  incorporation  filed  April  11,  1906. 
Capital  stock  |250,00O. 
Incorporators  and  directors : 

W.  K.  Rideout,  Osfakosh,  Wis. 

J.  M.  Pereles,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

M.   C.  Phillips.  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

J.  O.  Maxey,  Marquette,  Mich. 

D.  J.  Phillips,   Oshkosb.  Wis. 

R.  H.  Edwards,  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

C.  P.  Clendening,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

James  R.  Thompson,  Ironwood,  Mich. 

R.  P.  Bronson,   Ispheming,  Mich. 

To  build  a  line  of  railroad  from  a  point  on  the  state  line  Itetween  Michigan 
and  Wisconsin  connecting  with  a  line  now  under  construction  by  the  Lake 
Superior  Southern  Railway  Company,  a  corporation  of  Michigan.  The  line  Is 
to  run  from  said  point  through  the  counties  of  Florence,  Forest.  Marinette, 
Oconto,  Shawano.  Outagamie.  Brown,  Winnebago.  Waupaca,  Green  Lake, 
Pond  du  Lac,  Dodge,  Columbia  and  Dane,  to  the  city  of  Madison,  a  distance 
of  about  200  miles.  , 


MILWAUKEE,  ROCKFORD  &  EASTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Organized  April  30,  1906. 
Articles  of  incorporation  filed  May  2,  1900. 
Capital  stock  $100,000. 
lacorporators  and  directors. 

H.  N.  Seaman.  Clinton,  Iowa. 

B.  H.  Harris,  Chicago,  111. 

Frank  M.  Clark,  Chicago,  111. 

W.  P.  McSwiney,  Chicago,  111. 

J.  C.  Dufiln,  Rockford,  111. 

To  build  a  railroad  from  some  point  in  or  near  the  cltv  of  Milwaukee:  run- 
ning thence  in  a  general  westerly  or  southwesterly  direction  through  the 
counties  of  Milwaukee,  Oshkosb,  Walworth  and  Itock  to  some  point  in  or 
near  the  city  of  Beloit. 


WISCONSIN  &  NORTHERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 
Organized  May  22,  1006. 

Articles  of  incorporation  filed   with  the  secretary  of  state  May  23,  1900. 
Captal   stock   $1,000,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors: 

Charles  R.  Smith,  Neenah,  Wis. 

Leander  Choate,  Oshkosh,   Wis. 

L.  R.  Wall,  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

C.  H.  Hartley,  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

R.  H.  Edwards.  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

P.  H.  Josslyn,  Oshkosb,  Wis. 

M.  D.  Keith,  Crandon,  Wis. 
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Samuel  Shaw,   Crandon,  Wis. 
K.  U.  Van  Ostrand,  AnUgo,  Wis. 
J.  S.  Jones,  Chicago,  111. 
M.  J.  Walrlch,  Shawano,  Wis. 
H.  C.  Adams,  Chcago,  111. 

To  build  a  railroad  from  a  point  in  the  city  of  M^nashar  Wisconsin,  running 
In  a  northerly  direction  to  some  point  on  the  line  of  the  Minneapolis,  St  Paui 
&  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Hallway  Company  In  township  37  north,  of  ran^e  18  east. 


MILWAUK^EE   JUNCTION   RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Organized  June   8,   1906. 

Articles  of  Incorporation  filed  June  12,  190C. 
Capital  stock  $25,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors: 

Henry  C.  Wood,   Chicago,  111. 

E.  M.  Spauldln:?,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Fred  W.  Rogers,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Lawrence  Kuauf,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Samuel  E.  Hall,   Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Te  build  a  railroad  from  a  point  in  the  fourth  ward  In  the  city  of  Milwaukee 
n:nnlng  thence  in  a  general  westerly  and  southwesterly  direction  to  a  point  In 
section  1,  township  0  north,  of  range  21,  Milwaukee  county,  W^lsconsln. 


WOLB^  RIVER  VALLEY   RAILWAY   COMPANY. 
Organized  June  11,  1900. 

Articles  of  Inoorporatlon  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state  June  14,  1906. 
Capital  stock  $10,000. 
Incorporators  and  directors : 

Marvin  Uughitt,  Chicago,  111. 

W.  A.  Gardner,  Evanston,  111. 

J.  B.  Redfield,  Chicago  111. 

J.  M.  Whitman,  Chicago,  111. 

M.  M.  Klrkman,  Evanston,  111. 

To  build  a  line  of  railroad  from  a  connection  with  the  Chicago  &  Northwest- 
em  Railway  at  or  near  Crandon,  in  Forest  county,  Wisconsin,  in  a  southeast- 
erly direction  through  the  counties  of  Forest,  Oconto,  Langlade  and  Shawano 
to  a  connection  with  the  Manitowoc,  Green  Bay  &  Western  Railway  In  or  near 
township  28,  range  13  east. 


EXTENSIONS  AND  CHANGES  OF  EXISTINQ  LINES. 

BAYFIELD,   LAKE   SUCRE  &  WESTERN   RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

On  July  1,  1904,  the  Bayfield,  Lake  Shore  &  Western  Railroad  Company 
filed  a  copy  of  the  resolution  authorizing  a  change  In  its  route  so  that  the 
eastern  terminus  of  said  railroads  to  be  constructed  shall  begin  at  a  point 
at  or  near  the  south  line  of  section  23,  township  51  north,  of 'range  5  west, 
to  which  the  steel  rails  of  tho  Bayfield,  Superior  &  Minneapolis  Railroad 
Company  are  now  laid ;  and  thence  extending;  In  a  southwesterly  direction 
to  a  point  on  section  34,  township  51  north,  of  range  6  west,  at  or  near  the 
village  of  Cornacopla ;  and  thence  extending  southwesterly  through  the 
counties  of  Bayfield  and  Douglas  to  the  west  line  of  Douglas  county.  Also 
authorizing  the  building  of  a  branch  from  the  point  near  the  village  of 
Cornacopla  running  in  a  southwesterly  direction  to  the  Washburn  branch 
of  the  Northern  Pacific. 


MINERAL  POINT  ft  NORTHERN   RAILWAY   COMPANY. 

On  July  14,  1906,  the  Mineral  Point  &  Northen  Railway  Company  filed 
with  the  secretary  of  state  a  copy  of  a  resolution  authorizing  a  change  of 
route  in  its  proposed  line  of  road  so  that  it  should  pass  throiigh  a  part  of 
Lafayette  county.  Instead  of  running  entirely  wlthlfl  the  boundaries  of  Iowa 
county  as  originally  contemplated. 
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LAKE  SUPERIOR  &  SOUTHEASTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

A   resolution   authorizing   the  extension   of   the   line   of   Its   railroad   from 
Superior,  Wisconsin,  to  Duluth.  Minnesota,  a  distance  of  6.56  miles. 
Resolution  filed  March  21,  1905. 


GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Copy  of  a  resolution  filed  with  the  secretary  of  state  on  March  13,  1905, 
passed  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  (Ircat  Northern  Railway  Company 
on  September  16,  1889,  changing  the  name  of  the  Minneapolis  k  St.  Croix 
Railroad  Company  to  Great  Northern  Railway  Company.  Filed  with  this 
resolution  is  a  copy  of  the  laws'  of  the  state  of  Minnesota  constituting  the 
charter  of  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company. 


GREEN  BAY.  OSHKOSH,  MADISON  &  SOUTHWEJSTBRN  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 
Copy  ol  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Directors  made  on  the  3d  day  of 
October,  1905,  authorizing  the  building  of  a  branch  road  from  a  point  on 
its  line  of  road  in  the  city  of  Menasha,  Wisconsin,  to  a  point  in  the  village 
of  North  Crandon,  Forest  county,  W^lsconsin ;  running  through  the  counties 
of  Winnebago,  Outagamie,  Waupaca,  Shawano,  Langlade  and  Forest. 


CHICAGO,    ST.    PAUL,    MINNEAPOLIS   &   OMAHA   RAILWAY    COMPANY. 

Copy  of  a  resolution  made  on  June  23,  1905.  filed  with  the  secretary  of 
state  on  June  27,  1905,  by  which  the  route  of  its  main  line  in  St.  Croix 
county,  Wisconsin,  is  altered,  eliminating  certain  curves. 


CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Copy  of  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on  October  30,  1905, 
and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  on  November  28,  1905,  authorizing  the 
building  of  a  branch   line  as  follows: 

Beglnninig  at  tt  point  of  connection  with  the  main  line  of  the  Chicago  & 
North  Western  Railway  near  Lakewood,  Oconto  county,  Wisconsin ;  run- 
ning  thence  In  a  south-easterly  direction  to  a  point  near  the  North-east 
quarter  of  the  South-east  quarter  of  section  35,  township  33,  range  16;  a 
distance  of  six  miles. 


MILWAUKEE  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Copy  of  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on  December  9,  190d, 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  on  December  11.  1905,  authorizing  the  build- 
ing of  a  branch  line  of  said  road  as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  South  of 
National  'Avenue  and  running  to  a  point  on  Thirteenth  Street  between  Cly- 
bum  Street  and  St.  Paul  Avenue,  all  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wis. 


CHIPPEWA  VALLEY  &  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

A  copy  of  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on  January  13. 
1906,  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  on  February  5,  1906.  authorising  the 
extension'  of  the  above  line  of  road  from  the  village  of  Hayward,  Sawyer 
county,  Wisconsin,  to  the  city  of  Ashland,  Wisconsin. 


CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Copy  of  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on  April  18,  1906 
and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  on  April  14,  1906,  authorizing  a  change 
in  Its  line  In  Milwaukee  county,  near  Oakwood,  eliminating  a  curve  and 
bettering  its  alignment  near  the  said  Tillage. 
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CHICAGO,   ST.  PAUL,   MINNEAPOLIS   &  OMAHA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

A  copy  of  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Chicago, 
St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company  on  June  22,  1906,  and  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  on  June  23,  1906.  authorizing  a  change  in  its 
main  line  in  Barron  county,  Wisconsin,  to  eliminate  certain  curves  in  lot 
7  of  section  7,  township  35,  north  of  range  13  west. 


INCREASE  OF  CAPITAL  STOCK. 


MINERAL   POINT  &  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Increasing   capital   stock  of   the  Mineral   Point  &  Northern   Railway   Com- 
pany to  $550,000. 


CHICAGO  &  NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Increase  of  capital  stock.  The  Chicago  &  North  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany reports  that  it  has  issued  n  portion  of  the  new  capital  stock  author- 
ized by  its  stockholders  on  February  10.  1903 ;  that  the  amount  so  issued  Is 
$10,609,230;  that  the  proceeds  of  this  issue  of  stock  will  be  devoted  to  the 
construction  and  extension  of  railroad  additions  and  to  the  improvement  of 
the  company's  railroad  and  property  in  the  purchase  of  additional  equip- 
ment and  of  such  real  estate  as  is  needed  for  railway  purposes. 
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PART  V. 


The  Railroad  Commission  Law  as  Amended. 


Chapter  362  of  the  laws  of  1905,  as  amended  by  chapter 
13  and  chapter  17  of  the  laws  of  the  special  session 

of  1905.* 


AN  ACT,  to  regulate  railroads  and  other  common  carriers  in 
this  state,  create  a  board  of  railroad  commissioners,  fix  their 
salaries,  define  their  duties,  prevent  the  imposition  of  unrea- 
sonable rates,  prevent  unjust  discriminations,  insure  an  ade- 
quate railway  service,  prescribe  the  mode  of  procedure  and 
the  rules  of  evidence  in  relation  thereto,  prescribe  penalties 
for  violations,  and  making  an  appropriation  therefor. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  represented  in  Senate 
and  Assembly,  do  enact  as  follows: 

Commission,  how  created;  qualifications,  etc.  SEcrriON  1. 
A  railroad  commission  is  hereby  created  to  be  composed  of  three 
commissioners.  Immediately  after  the  passage  of  this  act  the 
governor  shall,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
senate,  appoint  such  commissioners,  but  no  commissioner  so 
appointed  shall  be  qualified  to  act  until  so  confirmed.  The 
term  of  one  such  appointee  shall  terminate  on  the  first  Mon- 
day in  February,  1909 ;  the  term  of  the  second  such  appointee 
shall  terminate  on  the  first  Monday  in  February,  1911;  and 
the  term  of  the  third  such  appointee  shall  terminate  on  the 
first  Monday  in  Februaiy,  1913.  In  January,  1909,  and  bi- 
ennially thereafter,  there  shall  be  appointed  and  confirmed, 

*  Amendments  in  Italics. 
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in  the  same  manner,  one  commissioner  for  the  term  of  six 
years  from  the  first  ]Monday  in  February  of  such  year.  Each 
commissioner  so  appointed  shall  hold  his  office  until  his  suc- 
cessor is  appointed  and  qualified.  Any  vacancy  shall  be  filled 
by  appointment  by  the  governor  for  the  unexpired  term,  sub- 
ject to  confirmation  by  the  senate,  but  any  such  appointment 
shall  be  in  full  force  until  acted  upon  by  the  senate. 

a.  The  said  commissioner  shall  have  the  following  qualifica- 
tions: One  shall  have  a  general  knowledge  of  railroad  law; 
each  of  the  others  shall  have  a  general  understanding  of  mat- 
ters relating  to  railroad  transportation. 

b.  The  governor  may  at  any  time  remove  any  commissioner 
for  inefficiency,  neglect  of  duty  or  malfeasance  in  office.  Be- 
fore such  removal  he  shall  give  such  commissioner  a  copy  of 
the  charges  against  him  and  shall  fix  a  time  when  he  can  be 
heard  in  his  own  defense,  which  shall  not  be  less  than  ten  days 
thereafter,  and  said  hearing  shall  be  open  to  the  public.  If 
he  shall  be  removed  the  governor  shall  file  in  the  office  of  the 
secretary  of  state  a  complete  statement  of  all  charges  made 
against  such  commissioner  and  his  findings  thereon  with  the 
record  of  the  proceedings. 

c.  No  person  so  appointed  shall  be  pecuniarily  interested  in 
any  railroad  in  this  state  or  elsewhere,  and  if  any  such  com- 
missioner shall  voluntarily  become  so  interested,  his  office  shall 
ipso  facto  become  vacant;  and  if  he  shall  become  so  interested 
otherwise  than  voluntarily  he  shall  within  a  reasonable  time 
divest  himself  of  such  interest;  failing  so  to  do,  his  office  shall 
become  vacant. 

d.  No  commissioner,  nor  the  secix^tary,  shall  hold  any  other 
office  or  position  of  profit,  or  pursue  any  other  l)usiness  or 
vocation,  or  serve  on  or  under  any  committee  of  any  political 
party,  but  shall  devoto  his  entire  time  to  the  duties  of  his  office. 

e.  Before  entering  upon  the  duties  of  his  office,  each  of 
said  commissioners  shall  take  and  subscribe  the  constitutional 
oath  of  office,  and  shall  in  addition  thereto  swear  (or  affirm) 
that  he  is  not  pecuniarily  interested  in  any  railroad  in  this 
state  or  elsewhere,  and  that  he  holds  no  other  office  of  profit, 
nor  any  position  inider  any  political  committee  or  party;  which 
oath  or  affirmation  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  secretary 
of  state. 

f.  Each  of  said  commissioners  shall  receive  an  annual  salarv 
of  five  thousand  dollars,  payable  in  the  same  manner  as  sal- 
aries of  other  state  officers  are  paid. 

g.  The  commissioners  appointed  under  this  act  shall  within 
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twenty  days  after  their  appointment  and  confirmation  meet 
at  the  state  capital  and  organize  by  election  one  of  their  num- 
ber chairman,  who  shall  serve  until  the  second  Monday  of 
February,  1907.  On  the  second  Monday  of  February  in  each 
odd  numbered  year  the  commissioners  shall  meet  at  the  office 
of  the  commission  and  elect  a  chairman,  who  shall  serve  for 
two  years  and  until  his  successor  is  elected.  A  majority  of 
said  commissioners  shall  constitute  a  quorum  to  transact  busi- 
ness, and  any  vacancy  shall  not  impair  the  right  of  the  re- 
maining commissioners  to  excercise  all  the  powers  of  the  com- 
mission. 

h.  Said  commission  may  appoint  a  secretary  at  a  salary  of 
not  more  than  twenty-five  hundred  dollars  per  annum,  and 
may  appoint  not  more  than  three  clerks,  two  of  whom  shall 
receive  an  annual  salary  not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars 
each,  and  one  of  whom  shall  be  an  expert  stenographer  and 
receive  an  annual  salary  not  exceeding  fifteen  hundred  dol- 
lars, and  may  employ  such  other  experts  as  may  be  necessary 
to  perform  any  service  it  may  require  of  them,  and  shall  fix 
their  compensation. 

i.  The  secretary  shall  take  and  subscribe  to  an  oath  similar 
to  that  of  the  commissioners,  and  shall  keep  full  and  correct 
records  of  all  transactions  and  proceedings  of  the  commission, 
and  shall  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  required  by  the 
commission.  Any  person  inelio:ible  to  the  office  of  commis- 
sioner shall  be  ineligible  to  the  office  of  secretary. 

j.  The  commissioners  shall  be  known  collectively  as  *' Rail- 
road Commission  of  Wisconsin,'*  and  in  that  name  may  sue 
and  be  sued.  It  shall  have  a  seal  with  the  words  **  Railroad 
Commission  of  Wisconsin,''  and  such  other  design  as  the  com- 
mission may  prescribe  engraved  thereon,  by  which  it  shall 
authenticate  its  proceedings  and  of  which  the  courts  shall  take 
judicial  notice. 

k.  The  commission  shall  keep  its  office  at  the  capitol,  and 
shall  be  provided  by  the  superintendent  of  public  property 
with  suitable  room  or  rooms,  necessary  office  furniture,  sup- 
plies, stationery,  books,  periodicals,  maps,  and  all  necessary 
expenses  shall  be  audited  and  paid  fis  other  state  expenses 
are  audited  and  paid.  The  commission  may  hold  sessions  at 
any  place  other  than  the  capitol  when  the  convenience  of  the 
parties  so  requires.  The  commissioners,  secretary  and  clerks, 
and  such  experts  as  may  be  employed  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  iVom  the  state  their  actual  necessary  expenses  while 
traveling  on  the  business  of  the  commission.     Such  expendi- 
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tures  to  be  sworn  to  by  the  person  who  incurred  the  expense 
and  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  commission. 

1.  The  commission  shall  have  power  to  adopt  and  publish 
rules  to  govern  its  proceedings  and  to  regulate  the  mode  and 
manner  of  all  investigations  and  hearings  of  railroads  and 
other  parties  before  it,  and  all  hearings  shall  be  open  to  the 
public. 

m.  The  commission  may  confer  by  correspondence,  or  by 
attending  conventions,  or  otherwise,  with  the  railroad  com- 
missioners of  other  states,  and  with  the  interstate  commerce 
commission,  on  any    matters  relating  to  railroads. 

The  term  "railroad"  defined.  Section  2.  The  term  ''rail- 
road" as  used  herein  shall  mean  and  embrace  all  corporations, 
companies,  individuals,  associations  of  individuals,  their 
lessees,  trustees,  or  receivers  (appointed  by  any  court  whatso- 
ever) that  now,  or  may  hereafter,  own,  operate,  manage  or 
control  any  railroad  or  part  of  a  railroad  as  a  common  carrier 
in  this  state,  or  cars,  or  other  equipment  used  thereon,  or 
bridges,  terminals,  or  side  tracks,  used  in  connection  there- 
with, whether  owned  by  such  railroad  or  otherwise.  The  term 
''railroad''  whenever  used  herein  shall  also  mean  and  em- 
brace express  corapanias,  and  all  duties  required  of  and  penal- 
ties imposed  upon  any  railroad  or  any  oflScer  or  agent  thereof, 
shall,  in  so  far  as  the  same  are  applicable,  be  required  of  and 
imposed  upon  express  companies  and  their  officers  and  agents, 
and  the  commission  shall  have  the  power  of  supervision  and 
control  of  express  companies  to  the  same  extent  as  railroads. 

a.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply  to  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers  and  property  between  points  within  this 
state,  and  to  the  receiving,  switching,  delivering,  storing  and 
handling  of  such  property,  and  to  all  charges  connected  there- 
with, and  shall  apply  to  all  railroad  corporations,  express  com- 
panies, car  companies,  sleeping  car  companies,  freight  and 
freight  line  companies,  and  to  all  associations  of  persons 
whether  incorporated  or  otherwise,  that  shall  do  business  as 
common  carriers  upon  or  over  any  line  of  railroad  within  this 
state,  and  to  any  common  corrier  engaged  in  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  property  wholly  by  rail  or  partly  by  rail 
and  partly  by  water. 

b.  This  act  shall  not  apply  to  street  and  electric  railroads 
engaged  solely  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  T\'ithin  the' 
limits  of  cities,  nor  to  logging  or  other  private  railroads  not 
doing  business  as  common  carriers. 
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Service,  rates,  etc.  Section  3.  Every  railroad  is  hereby  re- 
quired to  furnish  reasonably  adequate  service  and  facilities, 
and  the  charges  made  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  rend- 
ered in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  oi:  for 
any  service  in  connection  therewith,  or  for  the  receiving, 
switching,  delivering,  storing  or  handling  of  such  property, 
shall  be  leasonable  and  just,  and  every  unjust  and  unreason- 
able charge  for  such  service  is  prohibited  and  declared  to  be 
unlawful. 


Schedules.  Section  4.  Every  railroad  shall  print  in  plain 
type  and  file  with  the  commission  within  a  time  to  be  fixed 
by  the  commission,  schedules  which  shall  be  open  to  public  in- 
spection, showing  all  rates,  fares  and  charges  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  and  property,  and  any  service  in  con- 
nection therewith,  which  it  has  established  and  which  are  in 
force  at  the  time  between  all  points  in  this  state  upon  its  line, 
or  any  line  controlled  or  operated  by  it,  and  the  rates,  fares 
and  charges  showTi  on  such  schedules  which  are  to  take  effect 
prior  to  January  1,  1906,  shall  not  exceed  the  rates,  fares  and 
charges  shown  on  the  schedules  filed  under  the  provisions  of 
section  35  of  this  act.  The  schedules  printed  as  aforesaid  shall 
plainly  state  the  place  upon  its  line  or  any  line  controlled 
or  operated  by  it  in  this  state  between  which  passengers  and 
I)ropeity  will  be  carried,  and  there  shall  be  filed  therewith 
the  classification  of  freight  in  force.  Every  railroad  shall  pub- 
lish with  and  as  a  part  of  such  schedules  all  rules  and  regu- 
lations that  in  any  manner  affect  the  rates  charged  or  to  be 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property,  also 
its  charges  for  delay  in  loading  or  unloading  cars,  for  track 
and  car  service  or  rental  and  for  demurrage,  switching,  term- 
inal or  transfer  service,  or  for  rendering  any  other  service  in 
connection  with  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property. 
Two  copies  of  said  schedules  for  the  use  of  the  public  shall  be 
filed  and  kept  on  file  in  every  depot,  station  and  office  of  such 
railroad  where  passengers  or  freight  are  received  for  trans- 
portation in  such  form  and  place  as  to  be  accessible  to  the  pub- 
lic and  can  be  conveniently  inspected.  When  passengers  or 
property  are  transported  over  connecting  lines  in  this  state 
operated  by  more  than  one  railroad,  and  the  several  railroads 
operating  such  lines  establish  joint  rates,  fares  and  charges, 
a  j=!'jhpdule  of  joint  rates  shall  also  in  like  manner  be  printed 
and   filed   with  the   commission    and  in   every   depot,   station 
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and  office  of  such  railroads  where  such  passengers  or  property 
are  received  for  transportation. 

a.  No  change  shall  thereafter  be  made  in  any  schedule,  in- 
cluding schedule  of  joint  rates,  or  in  any  classification,  except 
upon  ten  days'  notice  to  the  commission,  and  all  such  changes 
shall  be  plainly  indicated  upon  existing  schedules,  or  by  filing 
new  schedules  in  lieu  thereof  ten  days  prior  to  the  time  the 
same  are  to  take  eflFect;  provided,  that  the  commission,  upon 
application  of  any  railroad,  may  prescribe  a  less  time  within 
which  a  reduction  may  be  made.  Copies  of  all  new  schedules 
shall  be  filed  as  hereinbefore  provided  in  every  depot,  station 
and  offi<;e  of  such  railroad,  ten  days  prior  to  the  time  the  same 
are  to  take  effect  unless  the  commission  shall  prescribe  a  less 
time. 

b.  Whenever  a  change  is  made  in  any  existing  schedule,  in- 
cluding schedule  of  joint  rates,  a  notice  shall  be  pasted  by 
the  railroad  in  a  conspicuous  place  in  every  depot,  station  and 
office,  stating  that  changes  have  been  made  in  the  schedules 
on  file,  specifying  the  class  or  commodity  affected  and  the 
date  when  the  same  will  take  effect. 

c.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  railroad  to  charge,  demand, 
collect  or  receive  a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  or  property  or  for  any  service  in  con- 
nection therewith  than  is  specified  in  such  printed  schedules, 
including  schedules  of  joint  rates,  as  may  at  the  time  be  in 
force,  and  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  named  therein  shall 
be  the '  lawful  rates,  fares  and  charges  until  the  same  are 
changed  as  herein  provided. 

d.  The  commission  may  prescribe  such  changes  in  the  form 
in  which  the  schedules  are  issued  by  the  railroad  as  may  be 
found  expedient. 

Joint  rates.  Section  5.  Whenever  passengers  or  property 
are  transported  over  two  or  more  connecting  lines  of  railroad 
between  points  in  this  state,  and  the  railroad  companies  have 
made  joint  rates  for  the  transportation  of  the  same,  such  rates 
and  all  charges  in  connection  therewith  shall  be  just  and  rea- 
sonable, and  every  unjust  and  unreasonable  charge  is  pro- 
hibited and  declared  to  be  unlawful;  provided,  that  a  less 
charge  by  each  of  said  railroads  for  its  proportion  of  such  joint 
rates  than  is  made  locally  between  the  same  points  on  their 
respective  lines  shall  not  for  that  reason  be  construed  as  a 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  nor  render  such  rail- 
roads liable  to  any  of  the  penalties  hereof. 
58— R.  R. 
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Commodity  rates.  Section  6.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be 
construed  to  prevent  concentration,  commodity,  transit  and 
other  special  contract  rates,  but  all  such  rates  shall  be  open  to 
all  shippers  for  a  like  kind  of  traffic  under,  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act  as  to  the  printing  and  filing  of  the  same:  Pro- 
vided all  such  rates  shall  be  under  the  supervision  and  regula- 
tion of  the  commission. 

Classification.  Section  7.  There  shall  be  but  one  classifica- 
tion of  freight  in  the  state  which  shall  be  uniform  on  all  rail- 
roads. 

Reduced  rates  and  free  transportation.  Section  8.  Noth- 
ing herein  shall  prevent  the  carriage,  storage,  or  handling  of 
freight  free  or  at  reduced  rates  for  the  United  States,  the  state, 
or  any  municipality  thereof,  or  for  charitable  purposes,  or  to 
and  from  fairs  and  expositions  for  exhibition  thereat,  or  house- 
hold goods  the  property  of  railway  employes,  or  commodities 
shipped  by  employes  for  their  own  exclusive  use  or  cansump- 
Hon;  or  the  issuance  of  mileage,  commutation,  or  excursion 
passengers'  tickets,  provided  the  same  shall  be  obtainable  by 
any  person  applying  therefor,  without  discrimination,  or  of 
party  tickets,  provided  the  same  shall  be  obtainable  by  all  per- 
sons applying  therefor  under  like  circumstances  and  condi- 
tions; or  the  sale  of  such  tickets  as  were  usually  and  custo- 
marily sold  at  reduced  rates  prior  to  June  15,  1905,  provid'Cd 
the  same  are  sold  without  discrimination  to  all  pej'sons  apply- 
ing therefor  under  like  circumstances  and  comlitions.  This 
act  shall  not  be  construed  as  preventing  railroads  from  giving 
free  transportation  or  reduced  rates  therefor  to  any  minister 
of  the  gospel,  officers  or  agents  of  incorporated  calleges,  //*- 
mates  of  soldiers'  homes,  regular  agents  of  charitable  societies 
when  traveling  upon  the  business  of  the  society  only,  destitute 
and  homeless  persons,  railroad  officer,  attorney,  director,  em- 
ploye, or  members  of  their  families,  or  to  former  railroad  em- 
ployes or  members  of  their  families  where  such  employes  have 
become  disabled  in  the  railway  serince,  or  are  unable  from 
physical  disqualificatiow  to  coTitinue  in  the  so'vice,  or  to  mem- 
bers of  families  of  deceased  railroad  employes;  or  to  prevent 
the  exchange  of  passes  with  officers,  attorneys  or  employes  of 
other  railroads  and  members  of  their  families;  provided  that 
no  person  holding  any  public  office  or  position  under  the  laws 
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of  this  stiite  shall  be  given  free  traiis[)ortatiori  or  reduced  rates 
not  open  to  the  public.  Upon  any  shipment  of  live  stock  or 
other  property  of  such  nature  as  to  require  the  care  of  an  at- 
tendant, the  railroad  may  furnish  to  the  shipper  or  some  per- 
son or  persons  designated  by  him,  free  transportation  for 
such  attendant,  including  return  passage  to  the  point  at  which 
the  shipment  originated;  provided,  there  shall  be  no  discrim- 
ination in  reference  thereto  between  such  shippers,  and  the 
commission  shall  have  power  to  prescribe  regulations  in  rela- 
tion thereto.  Except  as  provided  in  this  section  no  free  trans- 
portation for  intrastaic  traffic  shall  he  given  to  any  person  hy 
any  railroad. 

Depots.  Section  9.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  evei^  railroad 
to  provide  and  maintain  adequate  depots  and  depot  buildings 
at  its  regular  stations  for  the  accommodation  of  passengers, 
and  said  depot  buildings  shall  be  kept  clean,  well  lighted  and 
wanned,  for  the  comfort  and  accommodation  of  the  traveling 

public.  All  railroads  shall  keep  and  maintain  adequate  and 
suitable  freight  depots,  buildings,  switches  and  side  tracks  for 
the  receiving,  handling  and  delivering  of  freight  transported 
or  to  be  transported  by  such  railroads;  provided,  that  this  shall 
not  be  construed  as  repealing  any  existing  law  on  the  subject. 

Distribution  of  cars.  Section  10.  Every  railroad  shall, 
when  within  its  power  so  to  do.  and  upon  reasonable  notice, 
furnish  suitable  cars  to  any  and  all  persons  who  may  apply 
therefor,  for  the  transportation  of  any  and  all  kinds  of  freight 
in  car  load  lots.  In  case  of  insuificiencv  of  car's  at  anv  time 
to  meet  all  requirements,  such  cars  as  are  available  shall  be 
distributed  among  the  several  ^applicants  therefor  in  propor- 
tion to  their  respective  immediate  requirements  without  dis- 
crimination between  shippers  or  competitive  or  non-competi- 
tive places:  provided,  preference  may  be  given  to  shipments 
of  live  stock  and  perishable  propertj\ 

a.  The  connnission  shall  have  power  to  enforce  reasonable 
regulations  for  furnishing  care  to  shippers  and  switching  the 
same,  and  for  the  loading  and  unloading  thereof,  and  the 
weighing  of  cars  and  freight  offered  for  shipment  over  any 
line  of  railroad. 

Interchange  of  traffic.  Section  11.  All  railroads  shall  af- 
ford all  reasonable  and  proper  facilities  for  the  interchange  of 
traffic  between  their  respective  lines  for  forwarding  and  deliv- 
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ering  passengers  and  property,  and  shall  transfer,  sivitch  for 
a  reasovahle  compevsation,  and  deliver  without  unreasonable 
delay  or  discrimination  any  freight  or  cars,  loaded  or  empty, 
destined  to  any  point  on  its  tracks  or  any  connecting  lines: 
provided,  that  precedence  over  other  freight  shall  be  given  to 
live  stock  and  perishable  freight. 

a.  The  commission  shall  have  control  over  private  tracks 
in  so  far  as  the  same  are  used  by  common  carriers,  in  connec- 
tion with  any  railroad  for  the  transportation  of  freight,  in  all 
respects  the  same  as  though  such  tracks  were  a  part  of  the 
track  of  said  railroad. 

Complaints  and  investigations.  Section  12.  Upon  com- 
plaint of  any  person,  firm,  corporation  or  association,  or  of  any 
mercantile,  agricultural  or  manufacturing  society,  or  of  any 
body  politic  or  municipal  organization,  that  any  of  the  rates, 
fares,  charges  or  classifications,  or  any  joint  rate  or  rates  are 
in  any  respect  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  or 
that  any  regulation  or  practice  whatsoever  aflFeoting  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  or  property,  or  any  service  in  connec- 
tion therewith,  are  in  any  respect  unreasonable  or  unjustly 
discriminatory,  or  that  anv  service  is  inadequate,  the  com- 
mission may  notify  the  railroad  complained  of  that  complaint 
has  been  made,  and  ten  days  after  such  notice  has  been  given 
the  commission  may  proceed  to  investigate  the  same  as  here- 
inafter provided.  Before  proceeding  to  make  such  investiga- 
tion the  commission  shall  srive  the  railroad  and  the  complain- 
ant ten  davs'  notice  of  the  time  and  place  when  and  where 
such  matters  will  be  considered  and  determined,  and  said 
parties  shall  be  entitled  to  be  heard  and  shall  have  process 
to  enforce  the  attendance  of  witnesses.  If  upon  such  investi- 
gation the  rate  or  rates,  fares,  charges  or  classifications,  or 
any  joint  rate  or  rates,  or  any  regulation,  practice  or  service 

complained  of  shall  be  found  to  be  unreasonable  or  unjustly 
discriminatory,  or  the  service  shall  be  found  to  be  inadeouate. 
the  commission  shall  have  power  to  fix  and  order  asubst.ituted 
therefor  such  rate  or  rates,  fares,  chareres  or  classification"  as 
it  shall  have  determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  which 
shall  be  charged,  imposed  and  followed  in  the  future,  and  shall 
also  have  power  to  make  such  orders  respectinsr  such  resmla- 
tion.  practice  or  service  as  it  shall  have  determined  to  be  rea- 
sonable and  which  shall  be  observed  and  followed  in  the  fut- 
ure. 

a.  The  commission   may,  when   complaint  is  made  of  more 
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than  one  rate  or  charge,  order  separate  hearings  thereon,  and 
may  consider  and  determine  the  several  matters  complained 
of  separately,  and  at  such  times  as  it  may  prescribe.  No  com- 
plaint shall  at  any  time  be  dismissed  because  of  the  absence 
of  direct  damage  to  the  complainant. 

b.  Whenever  the  commission  shall  believe  that  any  rate  or 
charge  may  be  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  or 
that  any  service  is  huidcquatey  and  that  an  investigation  rela- 
ing  thereto  should  be  made,  it  may  upon  its  own  motion  investi- 
gate the  same.  If  after  making  such  investigation  the  com- 
missio-n  becomes  satisfied  that  sufficient  grounds  exist  to  war- 
rant a  hearing  being  ordered  to  determine  whether  the  rate 
so  investigated  is  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory ^  or 
whether  the  service  investigated  is  inadequate,  it  shall  fur- 
nish the  railroad  or  railroads  iyitcrested  a  statement  setting 
forth  the  rate  or  service  investigated,  which  said  statement 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  notice  fixing  a  time  and  place  for 
hearing  on  such  rate  or  service,  as  the  case  may  be.  Notice 
may  likewise  be  given  to  other  parties  in  interest,  and  shall 
be  given  at  least  ten  days  in  advance  of  any  hearing,  and  there- 
after prccedings  shall  be  had  and  conducted  in  reference  to 
the  matter  investi(,nted  in  like  manner  a^s  tho^igh  complaint 
was  filed  with  the  commission  relative  to  the  matter  investi- 
gated, pursv^mt  to  the  provisions  of  section  12  of  chapter  362 
of  the  laws  of  1905,  and  the  same  order  or  orders  may  be  made 
in  reference  thereto  as  if  such  investigation  had  been  made  on 
complaint. 

c.  This  section  shall  be  construed  to  permit  any  railroad  to 
make  complaint  with  like  effect  as  though  made  by  any  person, 
firm,  corporation  or  association,  mercantile,  agricultural  or 
manufacturing  society,  body  politic  or  municipal  organization. 

d.  Whenever  a  co^ynplaint  is  lodged  with  the  railroad  com- 
mission by  the  common  council  of  any  city,  the  village  board 
of  any  villa-ge,  a  member  of  a  town  board,  or  an  overseer  of 
highways,  or  by  five  or  inore  freeholders  and  taxpayers  in  any 
town  to  the  effect  that  a  public  highway  and  a  railroad  cross 
one  another  in  such  city,  village  or  town  at  the  same  level,  and 
that  such  gra(h  crossing  is  unsafe  and  d<ingerous  to  travelers 
over  such  highway  or  railroad,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said 
commission  to  give  notice  to  the  railroad  company  in  interest 
of  the  filing  of  such  complaint,  and  to  furnish  a  capy  of  the 
same  to  the  railroad  company,  and  to  order  a  hearing  thereon 
in  the  maniur  provided  for  hearings  in  section  12  of  chapter 
362  of  the  laws  of  1905,    If  upon  such  hearijiff  it  shall  appear 
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to  the  satisfaction  of  the  commission  that  the  crossing  coin- 
plained  of  is  unsafe  and  dangerous  to  human  life,  said  commis- 
sion may  order  and  direct  the  railway  company  lo  erect  gates 
at  said  crossing  and  place  an  agent  in  charge  to  open-  and  close 
the  same  whin  an  engine  or  train  passes,  or  that  a  flagman  be 
stationed  at  such  crossing  who  shall  display  a  flcuj  when  an 
engine  or  train  is  about  to  pass,  or  that  such  crossing  shall  be 
provided  with  an  electric  signal,  or  other  suitable  device,  as 
the  cammission  determines   the   better  security   of  human  life 

and  the  public  travel  requires:  and  such  railroad  connpany 
shall  comply  with  the  terms  of  such  order. 

Witnesses,  depositions,  etc.  Section  13.  Each  of  the  com- 
missioners, for  tlie  purposes  nientioued  in  this  act,  shall  have 
power  to  administer  oaths,  certify  to  official  acts,  issue  sub- 
poenas, compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  and  the  produc- 
tion of  papers,  way-bills,  books,  accounts,  document's  and  tes- 
timony. In  case  of  disobedience  on  the  part  of  any  person 
or  persons  to  comply  with  any  order  of  the  commission  or 
any  commissioner  or  any  subpoena,  or  on  the  refusal  of  any 
witness  to  testify  to  any  matter  regarding  which  he  may  be 
lawfully  interroiratedv  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  circuit  court 
of  any  county,  or  the  judii:e  thereof,  on  application  of  a  com- 
missioner, to  compel  obedience  by  attachment  proceedings  for 
contempt,  as  in  the  case  of  disobedience  of  the  requirements 
of  a  subpoena  issued  from  such  court,  or  a  refusal  to  testify 
therein. 

a.  Each  witness  who  shall  appear  before  the  commission 
by  its  order  shall  receive  for  his  attendance  the  fees  and  mile- 
age now  provided  for  witnesses  in  civil  cases  in  courts  of  rec- 
ord, which  shall  be  audited  and  paid  by  the  stMe  in  the  same 
manner  as  other  expenses  are  audited  and  paid,  upon  the  pre- 
sentation of  ])roper  voueliers  sworn  to  by  such  witnesses  and 
approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  commi&sion ;  provided,  that 
no  witness  subpoenaed  at  the  instance  of  parties  other  than 
the  commission  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation  from  the  state 
for  attendance  or  travel  unless  the  commission  shall  certify 
that  his  testimony  was  material  to  the  matter  investigated. 

b.  The  commission  or  any  partv  mav  in  anv  investigation 
cause  the  depositions  of  witnesses  residing  within  or  without 
the  state  to  be  taken  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  for 
like  depositions  in  civil  actions  in  circuit  courts. 

c.  A  full  and  complete  record  shall  be  kept  of  all  proceea- 
ings  had  before  the  commission  on  any  investigation  had  un- 
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der  section  12  of  this  act,  and  all  testimony  shall  be  taken 
down  by  the  stenograhper  appointed  by  the  commission. 
Whenever  any  complaint  is  served  upon  the  commission  under 
the  provisions  of  section  16  of  this  act  the  commission  shall, 
before  said  action  is  reached  for  trial,  cause  a  certified  trans- 
cript of  all  proceedings  had  and  testimony  taken  upon  such 
investigation  to  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court 
of  the  county  where  the  action  is  pending.  A  transcribed  copy 
of  the  evidence  and  proceedings,  or  any  specific  part  thereof, 
on  any  investigation,  taken  by  the  stenographer  appointed  by 
the  commission,  being  certified  by  such  steiiograher  to  be  a 
true  and  correct  transcript  in  long  hand  of  all  the  testimony 
on  the  investigation,  or  of  a  particular  witness,  or  of  other 
specific  part  thereof,  carefully  compared  by  him  with  his  orig- 
inal notes,  and  to  be  a  correct  statement  of  the  evidence  and 
proceedings  had  on  such  investigation  so  purporting  to  be 
taken  and  transcribed,  shall  be  received  in  evidence  with  the 
same  effect  as  if  such  reporter  were  present  and  testified  to  the 
facts  so  certified.  A  copy  of  such  transcript  shall  be  furnished 
on  demand,  free  of  cost,  to  any  party  to  such  investigation. 

Substitution  and  enforcement  of  rates.  Section  14.  When- 
ever, upon  an  investigation  made  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  the  commission  shall  find  any  existing  rate  or  rates,  fares, 
charges  or  classifications,  or  any  joint  rate  or  rates,  or  any 
regulation  or  practice  whatsoever  affecting  the  transportation 
of  persons  or  property,  or  any  serv^ice  in  conLee'lon  therewith, 
are  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  any  service 
is  inadequate,  it  shall  determine  and  by  order  fix  a  reasonable 
rate,  fare,  charge,  classification  or  joint  rate  to  be  impased, 
observed  and  followed  in  the  future  in  lieu  of  that  found  to 
be  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  it  shall  de- 
termine and  by  order  fix  a  reasonable  regulation,  practice  or 

service  to  be  imposed,  observed  and  followed  in  the  future, 
in  lieu  of  that  found  to  be  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discrim- 
inatory, or  inadequate,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  it  shall  cause 
a  certified  copy  of  each  such  order  to  be  delivered  to  an  officer 
or  station  agent  of  the  railroad  affected  thereby,  which  order 
shall  of  its  own  force  take  effect. and  become  operative  twenty 
days  after  the  service  thereof.  All  railroads  to  which  the 
order  applies  shall  make  such  changes  in  their  schedule  on  file 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  same  conform  to  said  order, 
and  no  change  shall  thereafter  be  made  by  any  railroad   in 
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any  such  rates,  fares  or  charges,  or  in  any  joint  rate  or  rates, 
without  the  approval  of  the  commission.  Certified  copies  of 
all  other  orders  of  the  commission  shall  be  delivered  to  the 
railroads  affected  thereby  in  like  manner,  aiid  the  same  shall 
take  effect  within  such  time  thereafter  as  the  commission  shall 
prescribe. 

a.  The  commission  may  at  any  time,  upon  notice  to  the  rail- 
road, and  after  opportunity  to  be  heard  as  provided  in  section 
12,  rescind,  alter  or  amend  any  order  fixing  any  rate  or  rates, 
fares,  charges  or  classification,  or  any  other  order  made  by  the 
commission,  and  certified  copies  of  the  same  shall  be  served 
and  take  effect  as  herein  provided  for  original  orders. 

b.  Whenever  the  rate  ordered  substituted  by  the  commis- 
sion shall  be  a  joint  rate  or  charge,  and  the  railroads  party 
thereto  shall  fail  to  agree  upon  the  apportionment  thereof 
within  twenty  days  after  the  service  of  such  order,  the  commis- 
sion may,  after  a  like  hearing,  issue  a  supplemental  order  de- 
claring the  apportionment  of  such  joint  rate  or  charge  and 
the  same  shall  take  effect  of  its  own  force  as  part  of  the  orig- 
inal order. 

c.  Whenever  the  railroads  shall  refuse  or  neglect  to  estab- 
lish a  joint  rate  or  rates  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or 
property,  the  commission  may,  upon  notice  to  the  railroads 
and  after  opportunity  to  be  heard  as  in  section  12  of  this  act 
provided,  fix  and  establish  such  joint  rate  or  rates  and  if  the 
railroads  party  thereto  shall  fail  to  agree  upon  the  apportion- 
ment thereof  within  twenty  days  after  service  of  such  order, 
the  commission  may,  upon  a  like  hearing,  issue  a  supplemental 
order  declaring  the  apportionment  of  such  joint  rate  or  rates 
and  the  same  shall  take  effect  of  its  own  force  as  part  of  the 
original  order. 

Orders  reasonable.  Section  15.  All  rates,  fates,  charges, 
classifications  and  joint  rates  fixed  by  the  commission  shall  be 
in  force  and  shall  be  prima  facie  lawful,  and  all  regulations, 
practices  and  service  piX3scribed  by  the  commission  shaU  be 
in  force  and  shall  be  prima  facie  reasonable,  until  finally  found 
otherwise  in  an  action  brought  for  that  purpose  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  16  of  this  act. 

Comphints  and  actions  against  substituted  rates.  Sec- 
tion 16.  Any  railroad  or  other  party  in  interest  being  dissatisfied 
with  any  order  of  the  commission  fixing  any  rate  or  rates, 
fares,  charges,  classifications,  joint  rate  or  rates,  or  any  order 
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fixing  any  regulations,  practices  or  service,  may  commence 
an  action -in  the  circuit  court  against  the  commission  as  de- 
fendant to  vacate  and  set  aside  any  such  order  on  the  ground 
that  the  rate  or  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications,  joint  rate 
or  rates,  fixed  in  such  order,  is  unlawful,  or  that  any  such 
regulation,  practice  or  service,  fixed  in  such  order  is  unrea- 
sonable, in  which  action  the  complaint  shall  be  served  with  the 
summons.  The  commission  shall  serve  and  file  its  answer  to 
said  complaint  within  ten  days  after  the  service  thereof,  where- 
upon said  action  shall  be  at  issue  and  stand  ready  for  tnal 
upon  ten  days'  notice  by  either  party.  All  actions  brought 
under  this  section  shall  have  precedence  over  any  civil  cause 
of  a  different  nature  pending  in  said  court,  and  the  circuit 
court  shall  always  be  deemed  open  for  the  trial  thereof  and 
the  same  shall  be  tried  and  determined  as  other  civil  actions. 

a.  No  injunction  shall  issue  suspending  or  staying  any  order 
of  the  commission  except  upon  application  to  the  circuit  court 
or  presiding  judge  thereof,  notice  to  the  commission,  and  hear- 

ing.  '  .  ': 

b.  If,  upon  the  trial  of  such  action,  evidence  shall  be  intro- 
duced by  the  plaintiff  which  is  found  by  the  court  to  be  differ- 
ent from  that  ordered  upon  the  hearing  before  the  commission, 
or  additional  thereto,  the  court  before  proceeding  to  render 
judgment,  unless  the  parties  to  such  action  stipulate  in  writing 
to  the  contrary,  shall  transmit  a  copy  of  such  evidence  to  the 
commission,  and  shall  stay  further  proceedings  in  said  action 
for  fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  such  transmission.  Upon  the 
receipt  of  such  evidence  the  commission  shall  consider  the 
same,  and  may  alter,  modify,  amend  or  rescind  its  order  relat- 
ing to  such  rate  or  rates,  fares,  charges,  classification,  joint 
rate  or  rates,  regulation,  practice  or  service  complained  of  in 
said  action,  and  shall  report  its  action  thereon  to  said  court 
within  ten  days  from  the  receipt  of  such  evidence. 

c.  If  the  commission  shall  rescind  its  order  complained  of, 
the  action  shall  be  dismissed ;  if  it  shall  alter,  modify  or  amend 
the  same,  such  altered,  modified  or  amended  order  shall  take 
the  place  of  the  original  order  complained  of,  and  judgment 
shall  be  rendered  therein,  as  though  made  by  the  commission 
in  the  first  instance.  If  the  original  order  shall  not  be  re- 
scinded or  changed  by  the  commission,  judgment  shall  be  ren- 
dered upon  such  original  order. 

d.  Either  party  to  said  action,  w^ithin  sixty  days  after  serv- 
ice of  a  copy  of  the  order  or  judgment  of  the  circuit  court, 
may  appeal  to  the  sumpeme  court.  .  Where  an  appeal  is  taken 
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the  cause  shall,  on  the  return  of  the  papers  to  thv^.  supreme 
oouit,  be  immediately  placed  on  the  state  calendar  of  the  then 
pending  term,  and  shall  be  signed  and  brought  to  a  hearing  in 
the  same  manner  as  other  causes  on  the  state  calendar. 

e.  In  all  trials  under  this  section  the  burden  of  proof  shall 
be  upon  the  plaintiff  to  show  by  clear  and  satisfactory  evidence 
that  the  order  of  the  commission  complained  of  is  unlawful,  or 
unreasonable,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Rules  of  evidence  and  practice.  Section  17.  In  all  actions 
and  proceedings  in  court  arising  under  this  act  all  processes 
shall  be  served,  and  the  practice  and  rule  of  evidence  shall  be 
the  same  as  in  civil  actions,  except  as  othervvise  herein  pro- 
vided. Every  sheriff  or  other  officer  empowered  to  execute 
civil  processes  shall  execute  any  process  issued  under  the  pro- 
visions of  his  act,  and  shall  receive  such  compensation  there- 
for as  may  be  prescribed  by  law  for  similar  services. 

a.  No  person  shall  be  excused  from  testifying  or  from  pro- 
ducing books  and  papers  in  any  proceedings  based  upon  or 
growing  out  of  any  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  on 
the  ground  or  for  the  reason  that  the  testimony  or  evidence, 
documentary  or  otherwise,  required  of  him  may  tend  to  in- 
criminate him  or  subject  him  to  penalty  or  forfeiture,  but  no 
person  having  so  testified  shall  be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to 
any  penalty  or  forfeiture  foi',  or  on  account  of,  any  transaction, 
matter  or  thing  concerning  which  he  may  have  testified  or  pro- 
duced any  documentary  evidence;  provided,  that  no  person  so 
testifying  shall  be  exempted  from  prosecution  or  punishment 
for  perjury  in  so  testifying. 

b.  Upon  application  of  any  person  the  commission  shall  fur- 
nish certified  copies,  under  the  seal  of  the  commission,  of  any 
order  made  by  it,  which  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the 
facts  stated  therein. 

Inquiry,  etc.,  by  commission.  Section  18.  The  commission 
shall  have  authority  to  inquire  into  the  management  of  the 
business  of  all  railroads,  and  shall  keep  itself  informed  as  to 
the  manner  and  method  in  which  the  same  is  conducted,  and 
shall  have  the  right  to  obtain  from  any  railroad  all  necessary 
information  to  enable  the  conniiission  to  perform  the  duties 
and  carry  out  the  objects  for  which  it  w^as  created. 

a.  The  commission  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  suitable  blanks 
for  the  purposes  designated  in  this  act,  which  shall  conform  as 
nearly  as  practicable  to  the  forms  prescribed  by  the  interstate 
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eouiinerce  coniniission,  and  shall,  when  necessary,  furnish  such 
blanks  to  each  railroad.  Any  railroad  receiving  from  the  com- 
mission any  such  blanks,  shall  cause  the  same  to  be  properly 
filled  out  so  as  to  answer  fully  and  correctly  each  question 
therein  propounded,  and  in  case  it  is  unable  to  answer  any 
question  it  shall  j^rive  a  g(K)d  and  sufficient  reason  for  such 
failure;  and  said  answer  shall  be  verified  under  oath  by  the 
proper  officer  of  said  railroad  and  returned  to  the  commission 
at  its  office  within  the  time  fixed  by  the  commission. 

b.  The  commission  or  any  commissioner,  or  any  person  or 
persons  emi)loyed  by  the  commission  for  that  purpose,  shall, 
upon  demand,  have  the  rij^ht  to  inspect  the  books  and  papers 
of  any  railroad  and  to  examine  under  oath  anv  officer,  asfent 
or  employe  of  such  railroad  in  relation  to  its  -business  and 
affairs;  provided,  that  any  person  other  than  one  of  said  com- 
missioners who  shall  make  such  demand  shall  produce  his  au- 
thority to  make  such  inspecti(m  under  the  hand  of  the  com- 
missioner, or  of  the  secretary,  and  under  the  seal  of  said  com- 
mission. 

c.  The  commission  may  require,  by  order  or  subpoena,  to  be 
served  on  anv  railroad,  in  the  same  manner  that  a  summons 
is  served  in  a  civil  action  in  the  circuit  court,  the  production 
wuthin  this  state,  at  such  time  and  place  as  it  may  designate, 
of  any  books,  papers  or  accounts  kept  by  said  railroad  in  any 
office  or  place  without  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  or  verified  copies 
in  lieu  thereof,  if  the  commission  shall  so  order,  in  order  that 
an  examination  thereof  may  be  made  by  the  commission  or 
under  its  direction.  Any  railroad  failing  or  refusing  to  com- 
ply with  any  such  order  or  subpoena  shall,  for  each  day  it  shall 
so  fail  or  refuse,  forfeit  and  pay  into  the  state  treasury  a  sura 
of  not  less  than  one  hundred  dollars  nor  more  than  one  thou- 
sand dollars. 

d.  The  railroad  commission  may  i)i  its  discretion  prcscrihe  a 
uniform  system  of  rendering  accounts  of  business  transacted 
in  Wisconsin  by  all  railroads  iviihin  the  meaning  of  sectian  2 
(including  subdivisions  a  and  b)  of  chapter  362,  laws  of  1905. 
Said  commission  may  also  j^f'f'^c^^bf'  ^^^c  manner  in  tvhich  such 
accounts  shall  be  kept,  and  the  time  ivithin  ivlnch  such  rail- 
road shall  adopt  such  system;  provided  that  all  forms  of  ac- 
counts ivhich  may  be  prescribed  by  the  coynmission  shall  con- 
form as  nearly  as  practicable  to  siynilar  forms  prescribed  by 
federal  authority.  Any  railroad  ivithin  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 2  (including  subdivisions  a  and  b)  of  chapter  362  of  the 
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laws  of  1905  failing  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  liable  to  the  penalty  provided  for  in  section  27  of 
chapter  362  of  the  laws  of  1905, 

Contracts,  etc.,  filed.  Section  19.  Every  railroad  whenever 
required  by  the  commission  shall,  within  a  time  to  be  fixed  by 
the  commission,  deliver  to  the  commission  for  its  use  copies  of 
all  contracts  which  relate  to  the  transportation  of  persons  or 
prx>perty,  or  any  service  in  connection  therewith,  made  or  en- 
tered into  by  it  with  any  other  railroad  company,  car  com- 
pany, equipment  company,  express  or  other  transportation 
company,  or  any  shipper  or  shippers,  or  other  person  or  per- 
sons doing  business  with  it. 

a.  Every  railroad  shall,  on  the  first  Monday  in  February  in 
each  year,  and  of  tener  if  required  by  the  commission,  file  with, 
the  commission  a  verified  list  of  all  railroad  tickets,  passes  and 
mileage  books  issued  free  or  for  other  than  actual  bona  fide 
money  consideration  at  full  established  rates  during  the  pre- 
ceding year,  together  with  the  names  of  the  recipients  thereof, 
the  amounts  received  therefor  and  the  reasons  for  issuing  the 
same.  This  provision  shall  not  apply  to  the  sale  of  tickets  at 
reduced  rates  open  to  the  public,  nor  to  tickets,  passes  or 
mileage  books  issued  to  persons  not  residents  of  this  state,  nor 
to  tickets,  passes  or  mileage  books  issued  prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  act. 

Amounts  expended  in  construction.  Section  20.  The  com- 
mission shall  ascertain,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  the  amount  of 
money  expended  in  the  construction  and  equipment  of  every 
railroad,  the  amount  of  money  expended  to  prtKJure  the  right 
of  way,  also  the  amount  of  money  it  would  require  to  secure 
the  right  of  way,  reconstruct  the  roadbed,  track,  depots  and 
other  facilities  for  transportation,  and  to  replace  all  the  phy- 
sical properties  belonging  to  the  railroad.  It  shall  ascertain 
the  outstanding  bonds,  debentures  and  indebtedness  and  the 
amounts  respectively  thereof,  the  date  when  issued,  to  whom 
issued,  to  whom  sold,  the  price  paid  in  cash,  property  or  labor 
therefor,  what  disposition  was  made  of  the  proceeds,  by  whom 
the  indebtedness  is  held,  so  far  as  ascertainable,  the  amount 
purporting  to  be  due  thereon,  the  floating  indebtedness  of  the 
railroad,  the  credits  due  the  railroad,  other  property  on  hand 
belonging  to  it,  the  judiciail  or  other  sales  of  said  road,  its 
property  or  franchises,  and  the  amounts  purporting  to  have 
been  paid  and  in  what  manner  paid  therefor.     The  commission 
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shall  also  ascertain  the  gross  and  net  income  of  the  railroad 
from  all  sources  in  detail ;  the  amounts  paid  for  salaries  to  the 
officers  of  the  road,  and  the  wages  paid  to  its  employes  and  the 
maximum  hours  of  continuous  service  required  of  each  class. 
Whenever  the  information  required  by  this  section  is  obtained, 
it  shall  be  printed  in  the  annual  report  of  the  commission.  In 
making  such  investigation  the  commission  may  avail  itself  of 
any  information  in  possession  of  the  state  board  of  assessment. 

Interstate  Rates.  Section  21.  The  commission  shall  have 
power,  and  it  is  hereby  made  its  duty,  to  investigate  all  freight 
rates  on  interstate  traffic  on  railroads  in  this  state,  and  when 
the  same  are,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commission,  excessive  or  dis- 
criminatory or  are  levied  or  laid  in  violation  of  the  interstate 
commerce  law,  or  in  conflict  with  the  rulings,  orders  or  regu- 
lations of  the  interstate  commerce  commission,  the  commission 
shall  present  the  facts  to  the  railroad,  with  a  request  to  make 
such  changes  as  the  commission  may  advise,  and  if  such  changes 
are  not  made  within  a  reasonable  time  the  commission  shall 
apply  by  petition'  to  the  interstate  commerce  commission  for  re- 
lief. All  freight  tariffs  issued  by  any  such  railroad  relating  to 
interstate  traffic  in  this  state  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
commission  within  thirty  days  after  the  passage  and  publica- 
tion of  this  act,  and  all  such  tariffs  thereafter  issued  shall  be 
filed  with  the  commission  when  issued. 

Discrimination  prohibited.  Section  22.  If  any  railroad,  or 
any  agent  or  officer  thereof,  shall  directly  or  indirecth%  by  any 
special  rate,  rebate,  drawback,  or  by  means  of  false  billing, 
false  classification,  false  weighing  or  by  any  other  device  what- 
soever, charge,  demand,  collect  or  receive  from  any  person, 
firm  or  corporation  a  greater  or  leas  compensation  for  any 
service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  by  it  for  the  transportation 
of  persons  or  property  or  for  any  service  in  connection  there- 
with, than  that  prescribed  in  the  published  tariffs  then  in  force, 
or  established  as  provided  herein,  or  than  it  charges,  demands, 
collects  or  receives  from  any  other  person,  firm  or  corporation 
for  a  like  and  contemporaneoivs  service,  such  railroad  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  unjust  discrimination,  which  is  hereby  pro- 
hibited and  declaried  to  be  unlawful,  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  forfeit  and  pay  into  the  state  treasury  not  less 
than  one  hundred  dollars  nor  more  than  ten  thousand  dollars 
for  each  offense ;  and  any  agent  or  officer  so  offending  shall  be 
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deemed  guilty  of  a  inisdeineanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  fifty  dollars  nor 
more  than  one  hundred  dollars  for  each  otrense. 

a.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  railroad  to  demand,  charge, 
collect  or  receive  from  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  a  less 
compensation  for  the  transportation  of  property  or  for  any 
service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  bv  said  railroad,  in  consid- 
eration  of  said  person,  finn  or  corporation  furnishing  any  part 
of  the  facilities  incident  thereto;  provided,  nothing  herein  shrill 
be  construed  as  prohibiting  any  railroad  from  renting  any  fa- 
cilities incident  to  transportation ,  and  paying  a  reasonable 
rental  therefor. 

Preference  Prohibited.  Section  23.  If  any  railroad,  shall 
make  or  give  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advan- 
tage to  any  particular  person,  firm  or  corporation,  or  shall  sub- 
ject any  particular  person,  firm  or  corporation  to  any  undue 
or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any  respect 
whatsoever,  such  railroad  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  unjust  dis- 
crimination, which  is  hereby  prohibited  and  declared  unlawful. 

Unlawful  to  accept  rebates.  Section  24.  It  shall  be  unlaw- 
ful for  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  knowingly  to  accept  or 
receive  any  rebate,  concrssion  or  discrimination  in  respect  to 
transportation  of  any  property  wholly  within  this  stiite,  or  for 
any  sei*vice  in  connection  therewith,  whereby  any  such  prop- 
erty shall,  by  any  device  whatsoever,  be  transported  at  a  less 
rate  than  that  named  in  the  published  taiiflPs  in  force  as  pro- 
vided herein,  or  wherebv  anv  service  or  advantage  is  received 
other  than  is  therein  specified.  Any  person,  firm  or  corpora- 
tion violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  on  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  fifty  dollars  nor  more  than 
one  thousand  dollars  for  each  offense. 

Treble  damages.  Section  25.  If  any  railroad  shall  do  or 
cause  to  be  done  or  permit  to  be  done  any  matter,  act  or  thing 
in  this  act  prohibited  or  declared  to  be  unlawful,  or  shall  omit 
to  do  any  act,  matter  or  thing  required  to  be  done  by  it,  such 
railroad  shall  be  liable  to  the  person,  firm  or  corporation  in- 
jured thereby  in  treble  the  amount  of  damages  suvstained  in 
consequence  of  such  violation ;  provided,  that  any  recovery  as 
in  this  section  provided  shall  in  no  manner  affect  a  recovery 
by  the  state  of  the  penalty  prescribed  for  such  violation. 
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Penalty  for  violations  by  officers,  agents  or  employes. 

Section  26.  Any  officer,  a^ent  or  employe  of  any  railroad  who 
shall  fail  or  wilfully  refuse  to  fill  out  and  return  any  blanks  as 
required  by  this  act,  or  shall  fail  or  refuse  to  answer  any  ques- 
tions therein  propounded,  or  shall  knowingly  or  wilfully  give 
a  false  answer  to  any  such  question,  or  shall  evade  the  answer 
to  any  such  question,  where  the  fact  inquired  of  is  within  his 
know'ledge,  or  who  shall,  upon  proper  demand,  fail  or  wilfully 
refuse  to  exhibit  to  the  commission  or  any  commissioner,  or 
any  person  authorized  to  examine  the  same,  any  book,  paper 
or  account  of  such  railroad,  which  is  in  his  possession  or  un- 
der his  control,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less 
than  one  hundred  dollars  nor  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
lars for  each  such  offense;  and  a  penalty  of  not  less  than  five 
hundred  dollars  nor  more  than  one  thousand  dollars  shall  be 
recovered  from  the  railroad  for  each  such  offense  when  such 
officer,  agent  or  employe  acted  in  obedience  to  the  direction, 
instruction  or  request  of  such  railroad  or  any  general  officer 
thereof. 

Oeneral  penalty  for  violation  by  railroads.  Section  27. 
If  any  railroad  shall  violate  any  provision  of  this  act,  or 
shall  do  any  act  herein  prohibited,  or  shall  fail  or  refuse  to 
perform  any  duty  enjoined  upon  it,  for  which  a  penalty  has 
not  been  provided,  or  shall  fail,  neglect  or  refuse  to  obey  any 
law'ful  requirements  or  order  made  by  the  commission,  or  any 
judgment  or  decree  made  by  any  court  upon  its  application, 
for  every  such  violation,  failure  or  refusal,  such  railroad  shall 
forfeit  and  pay  into  the  state  treasury  a  sum  of  not  less  than 
one  hundred  dollars  nor  more  than  ten  thousand  dollars  for 
each  offense.  In  construing  and  enforcing  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  the  act,  omission  or  failure  of  any  officer,  agent 
or  other  person  acting  for  or  employed  by  any  railroad,  act- 
ing within  the  scope  of  his  emplo\Tiient,  shall  in  every  case 
be  deemed  to  be  the  act,  omission  or  failure  of  such  railroad. 

Emergency  rates.  Section  28.  The  commission  shall  have 
power,  when  deemed  by  it  necessary  to  prevent  injury  to  the 
business  or  interests  of  the  people  or  railroads  of  this  state  in 
consequence  of  interstate  rate  wars,  or  in  case  of  any  other 
emergency  to  be  judged  of  by  the  commission,  to  temporarily 
alter,  amend,  or,  with  the  consent  of  the  railroad  company 
concerned,    suspend    any    existing    passenger    rates,     freight 
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rates,  schedules  and  orders  on  any  railroad  or  part  of  railroad 
in  this  state.  Such  rates  so  made  by  the  commission  shall 
apply  on  one  nv  more  of  the  railroads  in  this  state  or  any  por- 
tion thereof  as  may  be  directed  by  the  commission,  and  shall 
take  effect  at  snch  time  and  remain  in  forc^  for  such  len^h 
of  time  as  mav  be  prescribed  by  the  commission. 

Rates  not  SDecifically  desig^nated.  Section  29.  Wlienever, 
after  hearinsr  and  investi oration  as  provided  by  this  act,  the 
commission  shall  find  that  any  charge,  re^ilation  or  practice 
affecting  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property,  or  any 
service  in  connection  therewith,  not  hereinbefore  specifically 
designated,  is  unreasonable  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  it 
shall  have  the  nower  to  regulate  the  same  as  provided  in  sec- 
tions 12  and  14  of  this  act. 

Accidents.  Section  30.  Every  railroad  shall,  whenever  an 
accident  attended  with  loss  of  human  life  occurs  within  this 
state,  upon  its  line  of  road  or  on  its  depot  grounds  or  yards, 
give  immediate  notice  thereof  to  the  commission.  In  the 
event  of  any  such  accident  the  commission,  if  it  deem  the 
public  interest  requires  it,  shall  cause  an  investieation  to  b(» 
made  forthwith,  which  investisration  shall  be  held  in  the  lo- 
cality of  the  accident,  unless,  for  greater  convenience  of  those 
concerned,  it  shall  order  such  investigation  to  be  held  at  some 
other  place,  and  said  investigation  may  be  ad.iourned  from 
place  to  place  as  may  be  found  necessary  and  convenient. 
The  commission  shall  seasonably  notify  an  officer  or  station 
agent  of  the  company  of  the  Ijme  and  place  of  the  investiga- 
tion. The  cost,  of  such  investigation  shall  be  certified  by  the 
chairman  of  the  commission,  and  the  same  shall  be  audited 
and  paid  by  the  state  in  the  same  manner  as  other  expenses 
are  audited  and  paid. 

Inquiry  into  violations.  SEcmoN  31.  The  commission  shall 
inquire  into  any  neglect  or  violation  of  the  laws  of  this  st^te 
by  any  railroad  corporation  doing  business  therein,  or  by  the 
officers,  aerents  or  employes  thereof,  or  by  any  person  operat- 
ing a  railroad,  and  shall  have  the  power,  and  it  shall  be  its 
duty,  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act  as  well  as  all  other 
laws  relating  to  railroads  and  report  all  violations  thereof  to 
the  attorney  general;  upon  request  of  the  commission  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  attorney  general  or  the  district  attorney  of 
tho  proper  county  to  aid  in  any  investigation,  hearing  or  trial 
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had  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  to  institute  and 
prosecute  all  necessary  actions  or  proceedings  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  this  act  and  of  all  other  laws  of  this  state  relating  to 
railroads  and  for  the  punishment  of  all  violations  thereof. 
Any  forfeiture  or  penalty  herein  provided  shall  be  recovered 
and  suit  thereon  shall  be  brought  in  the  name  of  the  state  of 
Wisconsin  in  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county.  The  com- 
mission shall  have  authority  to  employ  counsel  in  any  pro- 
ceeding, investigation,  hearing  or  trial. 

■i 
Investigations  of  claims.     Section  32.    All  claims  against 

any   railroad   for  loss   of   or   damage   to  property   from   any 

cause,  or  for  overcharge  upon  any  shipments,  or  for  any  other 

service,  if  not  acted  upon  within  ninety  days  from  the  date  of 

the  filing  of  such  claim  with  the  railroad,  may  be  investigated 

by  the  commission,  in  its  discretion,  and  the  results  of  such 

investigation  shall  be  embodied  in  a  special  report  which  shall 

be  open  to  public  inspection  and  may  be  included  in  the  next 

annual  report  of  the  commission. 

Technicality  not  to  invalidate.  Section  33.  A  substantial 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this  act  shall  be  sufficient 
to  give  effeet  to  all  the  rules,  orders,  acts  and  regulations  of 
the  commission,  and  they  shall  not  be  declared  inoperative, 
illegal  or  void  for  any  omission  of  a  technical  nature  in  re- 
spect thereto. 

Rights  of  action  not  waived.  Section  34.  This  act  shall 
not  have  the  effect  to  release  or  waive  any  right  of  action  by 
the  state  or  by  any  person  for  any  right,  penalty  or  forfeiture 
which  may  have  arisen  or  w'hich  may  hereafter  arise  under 
any  law  of  this  state;  and  all  penalties  and  forfeitures  accru- 
ing under  this  act  shall  be  cumulative  and  a  suit  for,  and  re- 
covery of  one,  shall  not  be  a  bar  to  the  recovery  of  any  other 
penalty.  t! 

Present  schedule  in  force.  Section  35.  Until  December 
31st,  1905,  unless  the  commission  shall  otherw^ise  order,  after 
application  and  hearing  as  hereinafter  provided,  it  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  railroad  within  this  state  to  demand,  col- 
lect, or  receive  a  greater  compensation  for  the  transportation 
of  property  between  points  in  this  state  than  the  charge  fixed 
in  the  low^est  published  schedule  of  rates  for  the  same  service 
between  the  same  points,  in  force  on  the  1st  day  of  April, 
59— R.  R. 
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1905.  Every  railroad  in  this  state  shall,  within  thirty  days 
after  the  passage  and  publication  of  this  act,  file  in  the  office 
of  thj  com  miss  ion  copies  of  all  schedules  of  rates,  including 
joint  rat«s  in  force  on  its  line  or  lines,  between  points  within 
this  state,  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1905,  and  all  rates  in  force 
between  such  points  at  any  time  subsequent  to  said  date. 
Any  railroad  desiring  to  advance  or  discontinue  any  such  rate 
or  rates  may  make  application  to  the  commission  in  writing, 
stating  the  advance  in  or  discontinuation  of  the  rate  or  rates 
desired,  giving  the  reason  for  such  advance  or  discontinua- 
tion. Upon  receiving  such  application,  the  commission  shall 
fix  a  time  and  place  for  hearing,  and  give  such  notice  to  in- 
terested parties  as  it  shall  deem  proper  and  reasonable.  If, 
after  such  hearitig  and  investigation,  the  commission  shall 
find  that  the  change  or  discontinuation  applied  for  is  reason- 
able, fair  and  just,  it  shall  grant  the  application  either  in 
whole  or  in  part.  Any  railroad  being  dissatisfied  with  any 
order  of  the  commission  made  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  may  commence  an  action  against  it  in  the  circuit 
court  in  the  manner  provided  in  section  16  of  this  act,  which 
action  shall  be  tried  and  determined  in  the  same  manner  as  is 
provided  in  said  section. 

Office  of  railroad  commissioner  abolished.  Section  36. 
All  powers,  duties  and  privileges  imposed  and  conferred  upon  the 
railroad  commissioner  of  this  state  under  existing  laws  are 
hereby  imposed  and  conferred  upon  the  commission  created 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act;  provided,  that  the  powder  and 
duties  conferred  and  imposed  upon  the  railroad  commissioner 
by  chapter  431  of  the  laws  of  1903,  and  sections  1795a,  1796 
and  1797  of  the  statutes  of  1898  shall  continue  to  be  exercised 
by  him  until  the  first  Monday  in  January,  1907.  The  present 
railroad  commissioner,  w'hose  term  commenced  on  the  first 
Monday  in  January,  1905,  shall  continue  in  office  until  the 
first  Monday  in  January,  1907,  at  his  present  salary,  on  which 
date  the  office  is  hereby  abolished. 

Inconsistent  laws  repealed.  Section  37.  So  much  of  sec- 
tion 128  of  the  statutes  of  1898  as  provides  for  the  election  of 
a  railnv.d  commissioner,  also  sections  1793  and  1803  of  said 
statutes,  r.nd  all  other  acts  and  parts  of  acts  conflicting  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby  repealed  in  so  far  as 
they  are  inconsistent  herewith. 
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Appropriations.  Section  38.  A  sum  sufficient  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  act  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any 
money  in  the  state  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated. 

Section  39.  This  act  shall  take  effect  and  be  in  force  from 
and  after  its  passage  and  publication. 

Approved  June  13th,  1905. 
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PART  VL 


Rules  of  Practice, 


In  Cases  and  Proceedings  Under  Chapter  362,  Laws  of 

Wisconsin  for  1905. 


I. 
PUBLIC  SESSIONS. 

The  general  .sessions  of  the  C/Onimission  for  hearing  contested 
cases  will  be  held  at  its  office  in  the  Capitol  in  the  City  of 
]\Iadison,  on  such  days  and  at  such  hour  as  the  Commission 
may  designate. 

When  special  sessions  are  held  at  other  places,  such  regula- 
tions as  may  be  necessary  will  be  made  by  the  Commission. 

Sessions  for  receiving,  considering  and  acting  upon  peti- 
tions, applications,  and  other  comnumieations,  and  also  for  con- 
sidering and  acting  upon  any  business  of  the  Commission  other 
than  the  hearing  of  contested  cases,  will  be  held  at  its  said  of- 
fice daily  when  the  Commission  is  in  Madison. 

II. 

PARTIES  TO  CASES. 

Any  person,  firm,  company,  corporation,  or  association,  mer- 
cantile, agricultural,  or  manufacturing  society,  body  politic  or 
municipal  organization,  or  railroad,  may  complain  to  the  Com- 
mission by  petition,  of  anything  done,  or  omitted  to  be  done, 
in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  Ch.  362,  Laws  of  Wisconsin 
for  1905,  as  well  as  other  laws  of  said  state  by  any  common 


Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  927 

carrier  or  carriers  subject  to  the  provisions  of  said  act  or  other 
acts.  Where  a  complaint  relates  to  the  rates  or  practices  of  a 
single  carrier,  no  other  carrier  need  to  be  made  a  party,  but  if  it 

relates  to  matters  in  which  two  or  more  carriers,  engaged  in 
transportation  by  continuous  carriage  or  shipment,  are  inter- 
ested, the  several  carriers  participating  in  such  carriage  or 

shipment  are  proper  parties  defendant. 

Where  a  complaint  relates  to  rates  or  practices  of  carriers 
operating  different  lines,  and  the  object  of  the  proceeding  is  to 
secure  correction  of  such  rates  or  practices  on  each  of  said 
lines,  all  the  carriers  operating  such  lines  must  be  made  de- 
fendants. 

When  the  line  of  a  carrier  is  operated  by  a  receiver  or 
trustee,  both  the  carrier  and  its  receiver  or  trustee  should  be 
made  defendants  in  cases  involving  transportation  over  such 

line. 

Persons  or  carriers  not  parties  may  petition  in  any  proceed- 
ing for  leave  to  intervene  and  be  heard  therein.  Such  peti- 
tion, shall  set  forth  the  petitioner's  interest  in  the  proceeding. 
Leave  granted  on  such  application  shall  entitle  the  intervener 
to  appear  and  be  treated  as  a  party  to  the  proceeding,  but  no 
person,  not  a  carrier,  who  intervenes  in  behalf  of  the  defense, 
shall  have  the  right  to  file  an  answer  or  otherwise  become  a 
party,  except  to  have  notice  of  and  appear  at  the  taking  of 
testimony,  produce  and  crass-examine  witnessas,  and  be  heard 
in  person  or  by  counsel  on  the  argument  of  the  case. 

III. 

COMPLAINTS. 

Complaints  of  unlawful  acts  or  practices  by  any  common 
carrier,  made  in  pursuance  of  section  12  of  chapter  362,  Laws 
of  Wisconsin  for  the  year  1905,  must  be  by  petition  or  com- 
plaint, setting  forth  briefly  the  facts  claimed  to  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  law.  The  name  of  the  carrier  or  carriers  com- 
plained against  must  be  stated  in  full,  and  the  address  of  the 
petitioner,  with  the  name  and  address  of  his  attorney  or  coun- 
sel, if  any,  must  appear  upon  the  petition.  The  complainant 
must  furnish  as  many  copies  of  the  petition  as  there  may  be 
parties  complained  against  to  be  served. 

The  Commission  will  cause  a  copy  of  the  petition,  with  no- 
tice to  satisfy  or  answer  the  same  within  a  specified  time,  to  be 
served,  personally  or  by  mail  in  its  discretion,  upon  each  car- 
rier complained  against. 
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ANSWERS. 

IV. 

A  carrier  complained  against  must  answer  within  eight  days 
from  the  date  of  the  notice  above  provided  for,  but  the  Com- 
mission may,  in  a  particular  case,  require  the  answer  to  be 
filed  within  a  shorter  time.  The  time  prescribed  in  any  case 
may  be  extended,  upon  good  cause  shown,  by  special  order  of 
the  Commission.  The  original  answer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  at  its  office  in  the  City  of  Madi- 
son, and  a  copy  thereof  at  the  same  time  served,  personally  or 
by  mail,  upon  the  complainant,  who  must  forthwith  notify  the 
Secretary  of  its  receipt.  The  answer  must  specifically  admit 
or  deny  the  material  allegations  of  the  petition,  and  also  set 
forth  the  facts  which  will  be  relied  upon  to  support  any  such 
denial.  If  a  carrier  complained  against  shall  make  satisfac- 
tion before  answering,  a  written  acknowledgment  thereof, 
showing  the  character  and  extent  of  the  satisfaction  given, 
must  be  filed  by  the  complainant,  and  in  that  case  the  fact  and 
manner  of  satisfaction,  without  other  matter,  may  be  set  forth 
in  the  answer.  If  satisfaction  be  made  after  the  filing  and 
service  of  an  answer,  such  written  acknowledgment  must  also 
be  filed  by  the  complainant,  and  a  supplemental  answer  setting 
forth  the  fact  and  manner  of  satisfaction  must  bo  filed  by  the 
carrier. 

NOTICE  IN  NATURE  OF  DEMURRER. 

V. 

A  carrier  complained  against  who  deems  the  petition  or  com- 
plaint insufficient  to  show  a  breach  of  legal  duty,  may  instea'i 
of  answering,  or  formally  demurring,  serve  on  the  complainant 
notice  of  hearing  on  the  petition;  and  in  such  case  the  facts 
stated  in  the  petition  will  be  deemed  admitted.  A  copy  of  the 
notice  must  at  the  same  time  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  The  filing  of  an  answer,  however,  will  not  be 
deemed  an  admission  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  petition,  but  a 
motion  to  dismiss  for  insufficiency  may  be  made  at  the  hearing. 

SERVICE  OF  PAPERS. 

VI. 

Co])ies  of  notices  or  other  papers  miust  be  served  upon  the 
adverse  party  or  parties,  personally  or  by  mail;  and  when  any 
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party  has  appeared  by  attorney,  service  upon  such  attorney 
shall  be  deemed  proper  sei^ace  upon  the  party. 


VII. 

AFFIDAVITS. 

Affidavits  to  any  pleading  or  application  may  be  made  before 
any  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  State  or  Territory, 
authorized  to  administer  oaths. 

VIII. 

AMENDMENTS. 

Upon  application  of  any  party,  amendments  to  any  petition 
or  answer,  in  any  proceeding  or  investigation,  may  be  allowed 
by  the  Commi&sion  in  its  discretion. 

IX. 

ADJOURNMENTS  AND  EXTENSIONS  OF  TIME. 

Adjournments  and  extensions  of  time  may  be  granted  upon 
the  application  of  any  party  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
sion. 

X. 

STIPULATIONS. 

The  parties  to  any  proceeding  or  investigation  before  the 
Commission  may,  by  stipulation  in  writing  filed  with  the  Sec- 
retary, agree  ui>on  the  facts,  or  any  portion  therof  involved 
in  the  controversy,  which  stipulation  shall  be  regarded  and 
used  as  evidence  on  the  hearing.  It  is  desired  that  the  facts  be 
thus  agreed  upon  whenever  practicable. 

XI. 

HEARINGS. 

Upon  issue  being  joined  bV  the  service  of  an  answer  or  no- 
tice of  hearing  on  the  petition,  the  Commission  will  assign  a 
time  and  place  for  hearing  the  case,  which  will  be  at  its  office 
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in  the  City  of  M-adison,  unless  otherwise  ordered.  Witnesses 
will  be  examined  orally  before  the  Commission,  unless  their 
testimony  be  taken  or  the  facts  be  agreed  upon  as  provided  for 
in  these  rules.  The  complainant  must  in  all  cases  establish 
the  facts  alleged  to  constitute  a  violation  of  the  law,  unless  the 
carrier  complained  against  admits  the  same  or  fails  to  answ^er 
the  petition.  The  carrier  must  also  prove  facts  alleged  in  the 
answer,  unless  admitted  by  the  petitioner,  and  fully  disclose 
its  defense  at  the  hearing. 

In  case  of  failure  to  answer,  the  Commission  will  take  such 
proof  of  the  facts  as  may  be  deemed  proper  and  reasonable, 
and  make  such  order  thereon  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
appear  to  require. 

Cases  shall  be  argued  orally  upon  submission  of  the  testi- 
mony, unless  a  different  time  shall  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
parties  or  directed  by  the  Commission,  but  oral  argument  may 
be  omitted  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commission. 

XII. 
DEPOSITIONS. 

The  testimony  of  any  witness  may  be  taken  by  deposition, 
at  the  instance  of  a  party,  in  any  proceeding  or  investigation 
before  the  Commission,  and  at  any  time  after  the  same  is  at  is- 
sue. The  Commission  may  also  order  testimony  to  be  taken 
by  deposition,  in  any  proceeding  or  investigation  pending  be- 
fore it,  at  any  state  of  such  proceeding  or  investigation.  Such 
depositions  may  be  taken  before  any  judge  of  any  court  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  commissioner  of  a  circuit,  or  any  clerk  of 
a  district  or  circuit  court,  or  any  chancellor,  justice  or  judge 
of  a  supreme  or  superior  court,,  mayor  or  chief  magistrate  of  a 
city,  judge  of  a  county  court,  or  court  of  common  pleas  of  any 
of  the  United  States,  or  any  notary  public,  not  being  of  coun- 
sel or  attorney  to  either  of  the  parties,  or  otherwise  interested 
in  the  proceeding  or  investigation.  The  same  notice  of  taking 
depositions  that  is  required  by  the  laws  of  Wisconsin  in  taking 
depasitions  in  civil  cases  must  be  given  in  writing  by  the  party 
or  his  attorney  proposing  to  take  such  deposition  to  the  oppo- 
site party  or  his  attorney  of  record,  which  notice  shall  state  the 
name  of  the  witness  and  the  time  and  place  of  the  taking  of  his 
deposition,  and  a  copy  of  such  notice  shall  be  filed  wnth  the 
Secretary. 

When  testimony  is  to  be  taken  on  behalf  of  a  common  carrier 
in  any  proceeding  instituted  by  the  Commission  on  its  own 
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motion,  notice  thereof  in  writing  must  be  given  by  such  carrier 
to  the  Commission  itself,  or  to  such  person  as  may  have  been 
previously  designated  by  the  Commission  to  be  served  with 
such  notice. 

Every  person  whose  depasition  is  taken  shall  be  sworn  (or 
may  affirm,  if  he  so  request)  to  testify  the  whole  truth,  and 
shall  be  carefully  examined.  His  testimony  shall  be  reduced 
to  writing,  which  may  be  typewriting,  by  the  magistrate  tak- 
ing the  deposition,  or  under  his  direction,  and  shall,  after  it 
has  been  reduced  to  writing,  be  sulxscribed  by  the  witness. 

XIII. 
WITNESSES  AND  SUBPOENAS. 

Subpoenas  requiring  the  attendance  of  witnesses  from  any 
place  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  to  any  designated  place  of 
hearing,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  testimony  of  such  wit- 
nesses orally  before  one  or  more  members  of  the  Commission, 
or  by  deposition  before  a  magistrate  authorized  to  take  the 
same,  will,  upon  the  application  of  either  party,  or  upon  the 
order  of  the  Commission  directing  the  taking  of  such  testi- 
mony be  issued  by  any  member  of  the  Commission. 

Subpoenas  for  the  production  of  books,  papers,  or  documents 
(imless  directed  to  issue  by  the  Commission  upon  its  own  mo- 
tion) will  only  be  issued  upon  application  in  writing.  Appli- 
cations to  compel  a  party  to  the  proceeding  to  produce  books, 
papers,  or  documents  need  only  set  forth  in  a  general  way  the 
books,  papers,  or  documents  desired  to  be  produced,  and  that 
the  applicant  believes  they  will  be  of  service  in  the  determina- 
tion of  the  case. 

XIV. 
PROPOSED  FINDINGS  AND  BRIEFS. 

Proposed  findings  embracing  the  material  facts  claimed  to  be 
established  by  the  evidence,  and  referring  to  the  particular  part 
of  the  record  relied  upon  to  support  each  finding  proposed, 
may  be  filed  by  each  party.  Printed  or  written  arguments  or 
briefs  may  be  filed  by  any  party.  A  copy  of  the  proposed  find- 
ings; brief,  or  argument  filed  on  behalf  of  any  party,  must  at 
the  same  time  be  served  upon  the  adverse  party  or  parties,  per- 
sonally or  by  mail,  and  notice  of  such  service  thereupon  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission.  The  time  within  which 
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proposed  findings  and  printed  or  written  arguments  or  briefs 
shall  be  filed  in  any  case  will  be  determined  by  the  Commission 
upon  submission  of  the  testimony. 

XV. 
BEHEARINOS. 

Applications  for  reopening  a  case  after  final  submission,  or 
for  rehearing  after  decision  made  by  the  Commission,  miLSt  be 
by  petition,  and  must  state  specifically  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  application  is  based.  If  such  application  be  to  reopen  the 
case  for  further  evidence,  the  nature  and  purpose  of  such  evi- 
dence must  be  briefly  stated,  and  the  same  must  not  be  merely 
cumulative.  If  the  application  be  for  a  rehearing,  the  petition 
must  specify  the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
claimed  to  be  erroneous,  with  a  brief  statement  of  the  grounds 
of  error;  and  when  any  recommendation,  decision,  or  order  of 
the  Commission  is  sought  to  be  reversed,  changed,  or  modified 
on  account  of  facts  and  circumstances  arising  subsequent  to  the 
hearing,  or  of  consequences  resulting  frdm  compliance  with 
such  recommendation,  decision,  or  order  which  are  claimed  to 
'  justify  a  reconsideration  of  the  case,  the  matters  relied  upon 
by  the  applicant  must  be  fully  set  forth.  Such  petition  must 
be  duly  verified,  and  a  copy  thereof,  with  notice  of  the  time 
and  place  when  the  application  will  be  made,  must  be  served 
upon  the  adverse  party  at  least  ten  days  before  the  time  named 
ii)  such  notice. 

XYT. 

PRINTING  OF  PLEADINGS,  ETC. 

Pleadings,  depositions,  briefs,  and  other  papers  of  import- 
ance, shall  be  printed  or  in  typewriting,  and  when  not  printed 
only  one  side  of  the  paper  shall  be  used. 

XVII. 
COPIES  OF  PAPERS  OR  TESTIMONY. 

Copies  of  any  petition,  complaint,  or  answer  in  any  matter 
or  proceeding  before  the  Commission,  or  of  any  order,  decision, 
or  opinion  by  the  Commission,  will  be  furnished  without 
charge,  upon  application  to  the  Secretary  by  any  person  or 
^carrier  party  to  the  proceeding. 

One  copy  of  the  testimony  will  be  furnished  by  the  Commis- 
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sion  for  the  use  of  the  complainant,  and  one  copy  for  the  use 
of  tlie  defendant,  without  charge;  and  when  two  or  more  com- 
plainants or  defendants  have  appeared  at  the  hearing,  such 
complainants  or  defendants  must  designate  to  whom  the  copy 
for  their  use  shall  be  delivered. 


XVIII. 

COMPLIANCE  WITH  ORDERS  AGAINST  CARRIERS. 

Upon  the  issuance  of  an  order  against  any  carrier  or  earners, 
after  hearing,  investigation,  and  report  by  the  Commission, 
such  carrier  or  carriers  must  promptly,  upon  compliance  with 
its  requirements,   notify   the   Secretary   that   action   has  been 

taken  in  conformity  with  the  order;  and  when  a  change  in 
rates  is  required,  such  notice  must  be  given  in  addition  to  the 

filing  of  a  schedule  or  tariff  showing  such  change  in  rates. 

XIX. 

INFORMATION  TO  PARTIES. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  will,  upon  request,  advise 
any  party  as  to  the  form  of  petition,  answer,  or  other  paper 
necessary  to  be  filed  in  any  case,  and  furnish  such  information 
from  the  files  of  the  Commission  as  will  conduce  to  a  full  pre- 
sentation of  facts  material  to  the  controversy. 

XX. 

ADDRESS   OF  THE   COMMISSION. 

All  complaints  concerning  anything  done  or  omitted  to  be 
done  by  any  common  carrier,  and  all  petitions  or  answers  in 
any  proceeding,  or  applications  in  relation  thereto,  and  all 
letters  and  telegrams  for  the  Commission,  must  be  addressed, 
Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  Madison,  Wiscx)nsin,  un- 
less otherwise  specially  directed. 

FORMS. 


No.  1. — Complaint  against  carrier. 
No.  '2. — ^Answer. 

No.  3. — Notice  by  carrier  under  Rule  V.. 
No.  4. — Subpoena. 
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FORMS. 


These  forms  may  he  used  in  cases  to  which  they  are  appli- 
cable with  such  alterations  as  the  circumstances  may  render 
necessary. 

No.  1. 
COMPLAINT  AGAINST  GABBIER. 

RAILROAD    COMMISSION    OF   WISCONSIN. 


Against 

The 

Railway  Company. 

The  petition  of  the  above  named   

respectfully  shows: 

1.  (State  occupation  and  place  of  business.) 


2.  That  the  above  named  Railway  Company  is  a  common 
carrier,  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  persons  and  prop- 
erty  by  railroad  between  points  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and 
that  as  such  common  carrier,  said  Railway  Company  is  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  Chapter  87,  of  the  Wisconsin  Statutes 
of  1898,  and  acts  amendatory  thereto,  and  is  likewise  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Chapter  362,  of  the  laws  of  Wv?consin,  for 
the  year  1905. 

3.  That  (here  state  concisely  the  matters  intended  to  he 
complained  of,  numbering  each  succeeding  paragraph.) 


Wherefore,  petitioner  prays  that  the  aforesaid  Railway 
Company  be  required  to  answer  the  charges  herein  and  that 
after  due  hearing  and  investigation  an  order  be  made  com- 
manding said  Railway  Comapny  to  cease  and  desist  from  said 
violations  of  the  acts  referred  to  in  said  petition,  and  for  such 
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other  and  further  order  as  the  Commission  may  deem  neces- 
sary and  just  in  the  premises.  (Prayer  may  he  varied  so  as 
to  ask  for  the  ascertainment  of  lawful  rates  or  practices,  and  an 
order  requiring  the  carrier  to  conform  thereto.  If  reparation 
for  a/ny  wrong'  or  injury  be  desired  the  petitioner  shmild  state 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  reparation  he  deems  proper,) 

Dated  at ,  this day  of  , 

A.  D.  190... 


Petitioner. 


No.  2. 
ANSWER. 

RAHiROAD    COMMISSION    OF    WISCONSIN. 


against 

The   Railway  Company. 

The  above  named  defendant,  for  answer  to  the  complaint  in 
this  proceeding,  respectfully  states — 

I.  That    (here    follow    the    usual    admissions,    denials,    and 
averments.     Continue  numbering  each  succeeding  pa^'agraph,) 
Wherefore  the  defendant  prays  that  the  complaint  in  this 
proceeding  be  dismissed. 

The  Railway  Company. 

By  E.  F., 
(Title  of  officer,) 


No.  3. 
NOTICE  B7  GABBIER  UNDEB  BULE  V. 

RAILKOAD    commission    OF   WISCONSIN. 


against 

The   Railway  Company. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  under  Rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Prac- 
tice in  proceedings  upon  the  Commission    that   a    hearing   is 
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desired  in  this  proceeding  upon  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  com- 
plaint. 

The  Railway  Company. 

By  E.  F., 
(Title  of  officer.) 


No.  4. 
SUBPOENA. 


To 


You  are  hereby  required  to  appear  before in  the 

matter  of  a  complaint  of  against ,  as  a 

witness  on  the  part  of ,  on  the  ....  day  of , 

190..,  at   ....   o'clock   ..   m.  at   ,  and  bring  with  you 

then  and  there    

Dated 

(Seal.) 


Commisioner. 


Attorney  for 


INDEX. 
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Accidents,  railway,  20,  821. 
Adjournments,    rule   regarding,   929. 
Advance   opinions,    17. 
Advertising  cars  carried  free  of  charge, 

265,    430. 
Advertising  mileage,  432. 
Advertising    mileage    used    by    notaries 

publics   and   others,    359,    413,    429. 
Action    against   commission,    recommen- 
dations  regarding,    16. 
Affidavits,    rule    regarding,   929. 
Agreements,     contraxits,    ,€tc.     Existing, 

1906-870. 
Ahnapee   &    Western    Railway    Co.,    244. 
Alshton,    R.    H.,   300. 
Allen,   John  H.   Seed  Co.,  405,   447. 
Amendments,    rule    regarding,    929. 
American    Express   Co.,     96,     336.     387, 

388,  395,  403. 
Anderson,    G.    J.,    409. 
Anderson  &  Ekem,   382. 
Andrea,  W.  H.,  321,   354. 
Andres,   Fred,   426. 
Answer,  form  of,  935. 
Answers,   rules  regarding,  928. 
Arnold,   E.,    456. 

Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Co.,  39,  51,  376. 
Ashland  Lime,  Salt  &  Cement  Co.,  428. 
Ashland,    Odanah    &    Marengo    Ry.    Co., 

863. 
Assessors,    reports     of,     to     commission, 

15. 
Augusta   rroduce   Co.,    408. 
Aultman-Taylor    Co.,    456. 


Badger   Fruit  &   Produce  Co.,   371. 
Baggage,  rules  governing,  369,  385,  421. 

454. 
Balrd,  S.  A.,  448. 
Bancroft,  L.  H.,   269,  443. 
Barnes,   C,   191. 
Barton.   Ole,   411. 


Bayfield,   Lake    Shore  &   W.    R.   R.   Co., 

865. 
Beach  &   Bowers,  434. 
Beal,   Geo.,   397. 
Bemls,  Hooper  Hayes  Co.,  414. 
Berres,   Gehl   Mfg.   Co.,    414,  425. 
BIssell,    W.    G.,    224,    429. 
Beidcnville  Lumber  Co.,   472. 
Bennett,    A.    I.,    471. 
BergheUer,    H.   &    Co.,    353. 
Berlin,  Prlncpton  &  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  862. 
Berry    x>oxes   and  Baskets,   classification 

of,    141,    366. 
Blaine,    John    J.,    270,    450. 
Blllle.  H.  C,  466. 
Bllssett,   W.  C,    474. 
Bloomer  Produce  Co.,   265,  439. 
Bloss,    Ward,    429. 
Biumenthal,    H.    M.,    443. 
Blumenfeld,    Locher    &    Brown    Co.,    96. 
Boardman,  C.  R.,   398. 
Bond    Issues,    Detailed    Statements    of, 

893-901. 
Boyd,   R.   M.,  461. 
Boulay,  P.  F.  &  Bro.  Co.,  264. 
Bradford,   I.  B.   &  E.    M.,   440. 
Bradle3%   H.    P.,    321,   445. 
Briefs,    rule    regarding,    931. 
Bright,  A.   H.,  60,   234,  306. 
Brill,    Chas.    E.    468. 
Broezel,  B.   F.,  455. 
Brown  Bros.   Lumber  Co.,   417. 
Buchholz,  J.,  469. 
Buell,   A.   B.,   97. 
BuUard,   Silas,  45-213. 
Bushnell,   J.  M.,  475. 

Callan,   Jas.,  457. 

Cameron    Produce   Equity    Co.,    458. 
Campbell  W.  J.,  256. 
Canar,  H.  J.,  357. 

Carborundum       Grinders,      classification 
of,  391. 
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Cars,  interchange  of,  167. 

Carloada,  switching  less  than,   361,  362, 

367,   387. 
Cars,   refusal  to   furnish,  382. 
Car    service    and    demurrage,    363,    303, 

473. 
Car    shortage,    380,    383,    300,   303,    305, 
408,    412,    420,    432,    441,    444,    455, 
456,    458,    450,    462,    463,    464,    468, 
460,    470,  471,  472,   474. 
Car  supply  in  re  orders  to  agents,  381, 

441. 
Changes    in     law,      recommendation     of 

commission  retgardlng,  14. 
Changes  in  rates,  applications  for,  7. 
Cheese,  weighing  of,  68. 
Cheney,  C  W.,  472. 
Cheyney,  H.   C,  25. 

Chicago  &  Lake  Superior  Ity.   Co.,  303. 
Chicago  &  Milw.   Electric  Ky.  Co.,  474. 
C,  B.  &  Q.  Ky.  Co.,  804. 
Chicago,  Lake   Shore  &  Eastern  Ry.  Co. 

807. 
C.    M.   &   St.    r.   Ry.    Co.,    in  re  regula- 
tions    govenilng     coal      shipments, 
107. 
C,  M.  &  St.  r.  Ry.   Co.,  in   re  interpre- 
tation   of    subdivision    B.    Western 
classification,    40,   225. 
C,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  50,  60,  68,  60, 
88,   07,  00,   122,   141,  150,   151,    178, 
170,    185,    101.    107,    108,    213,    224, 
225,    234,    243,    263,    260,    273,    274, 
270,    313,    385,    380,    420,    424,    434, 
460,   866,   803. 
C.  &  i>.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  42,  44,  50,  68,  88, 
07,    00,    122,     123,     130,     140,     141, 
150,    151,    178,    101,    102,    108,    224, 
225.    233,    256,    274,    200,    300,    312, 
317,    336,    387,    423,    427,    464,    477, 
866,    867,    802. 
C,    St.    r.,    M.    &    O.    Ry.    Co.,    07,    140, 
178,    108,    225,    233,    256,    264,    273, 
325,    384,    380,    303,    306,    307,    308, 
300,    400,    401,    402,    410,    424,    460, 
465,    866,    867,    001. 
C,    St.  P.,   M.  &  O.   Ry.  Co.,   in   re  ap 
plication    to    discontinue    tarifiT,    30. 
C.,   St.   P.,   M.  &  O.   &  C.  N.   W.,   in  re 
joint   grain  rates  from   certain  sta- 
tions, 233. 
Chilton    Malting    Co.,    151. 
1  hippewa    Brick    M.lg.    Co.,    442. 
Clilppewa    River    &    Northern    Ry.    Co., 

862. 
Chippewa   Sugar  Co.,  et  al.,   273. 
Chippewa    Valley    &    Northern    Ry     Co., 

806. 
Clerzan,    A.    J.,    378. 


Circus  Adv.  Cars,  431. 
(  liums,    360,    370,    307,    401,    405,    407, 
400,    410,    411,    417,    410,    423,    424. 
425,    426,    427,    432,    436,    438,   455, 
450,   462,   470,   471,   474,    476. 
arising  out  of  delays  in  transit.  385 
stock  killed   on   right   of  way,   350. 
438. 
overcharge    on   passenger  tickets,   301. 
power    of    commission    over,    14,    371, 
373,   453. 
Clark,   Harvey,  335. 
Classification   express,    372,    301. 
Clergymen,   half   rates   to,   380. 
Clergymen's    bureau,    10. 
Cleveland,    Chester    D..    358. 
Coal,    regulations     governing     shipment 

of,    107,   457. 
Coalshed  on   right  of  way,   366. 
Coal  shipments  on  C.  M.  &  St.,  P.  Ry. 

in  re   regulations  governing,  225. 
Colfax  Store  Co.,  470. 
Commission    (Railroad)    and   the  Courts 

18. 
(^mmodlty    rates   for    mfr.    and    reshlp- 

ment,   30,   45,   256,   403. 
Commutation    tickets,    23,    33,    380. 
Competition,    water,    302,    435. 
Complaint,  form  of,  034. 
Complaints    formal,    23. 

Table  of,   by  months.   12. 
Number  of,   11. 

Rules  of  practice  regarding,   027. 
Complexity     of     some     phases     of     the 

work,    10. 
Conant,   J.   F.    Mfg.    Co.,   427. 
Concentration  rates,  00,  418,   425. 
Conklin,  A.  M.,  462. 
Connections,   train,    234,    243.    263,   270, 

320,   302,  414,   450,  457.  467. 
Connor,   W.    D..   381. 
Construction     material     lor     new    mfg. 

plants,    rates    on,    322,    354,    434. 
Contracts,    Agreements,     etc.,     Existing, 

870. 
Cord  wood,   tariff  on,  30. 
Corporations,    New    Railway,    861. 
Courts,  the  Commission  and,   18. 
Commodity    tariffs,    00. 
Coney   Foil   Co.,    118. 
Corey.  F.  L..  IS. 
Cron,    C.    O.,    234. 
Curtln,  D.   R.,  70. 
Curtis,  .Joseph,   122. 
Curtis-Yale    Co.,    432. 

David    Mulr    &    White,    367. 
Davidson,  Jas.  O.,  477. 
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bavii  liiuB.   OhccBe   Co.,   435. 

Davia  Bros.  iStone  Co.,  432. 

ijawes,   C.   M.,   98. 

Decker,    David,    Jr.,    244. 

Delays  in  transit,  354,  379,   385,  418. 

Demurrage   aud  car   service,    303. 

Depositions,    liule    regarding,     930. 

Depot  buildings  and  side  tracks,  recom- 
mendations concerning  legislation, 
lii. 

l>epot  buildings,  GO,  09,  123. 

Dick,    Guy,   423. 

Directors  and  officers  of  roads  doing 
business   in    Wisconsin,    48U. 

Discretionary  power,  exercise  of,  17. 

Divoll,    W.    K.,    438. 

Dohr,    Nic    75. 

Dodge,    C.    S.,   451. 

Dodge,    Creameries   Co.,   364. 

Door   County   Democrat,  388. 

Dowd,   K.  J.,  391. 

Douglas,   W.   U.,   428. 

Dow,  A.  C.  &  Co.,  C8. 

Druecker,  W.  J.,  360. 

Di^ummond  ,!&  Soutbwestern  iliaalway 
Co.,  444. 

Dubuque  &   VV.    Ky.    Co.,    863. 

Dulutn,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic  Ky. 
Co.,   901. 

Dunbar    &    Wausaukee    Ry.    Co.,    465. 


Earling,  A.   J.,   7t). 

Eastman   &   Martincau,    68. 

l::iisteru   Ity.    Co.   of    Minn.,   901. 

I'.aiiug  houHJs,  railway,  455. 

Kby,   C,   470. 

rJumouus,   E.    A.,  45. 

Edwards,  J.  T.,  141. 

Eimon-Oyaas-Fowler  Co.,  448. 

Elbertson,    E.,    448. 

Elevators,   public,    384. 

Elevators   on   right  of   way,   386. 

Kiienwood,  B.  J.,  464. 

Eliingstad,  Ever,  462. 

Ellis,    Wm.,    263,    273,    299,    319,    320, 

321,    ;J37. 
mils,    Merrill    &    Sllverwood,   319. 
Elwell,   W.    B.,   468, 
Emergency   rates,   372. 
Emergency   rates,    applications    for. 

Adams  Express   Co.,   440. 

C.  &  N.  W.,  Ry.  Co.,  464,  468. 

C,    St   P.,    M.   &   O.    Ry.    Co.,    470. 

La    C.    &    S.    E.    Ry.    Co.,    421,    440, 
452,  465. 

N.   P.   Ry.  Co.,   425,   473. 

W.    C.    Ry.    Co.,   414,    419,    423,    426, 
60— R.  R. 


428,  429»  430,  431,  433»  •135,  437, 
440,    442,    451,    454,    455,    457,    464. 

Eminent   Domain,   412. 

Empey   A.   J.,    426. 

England,   Guy,   356. 

Equipment,   expenditures   for,    506,    508. 

Error  in  quotation  of  rate,  effect  of,  432. 

Escn,  Wm.  &  Geo.,  472. 

i:.vergreeu  ^Nursery  Co.,  407,  442. 

Excursion    tickets,    23,    33,    448,    452. 

Expenditures  ot  railways  in  Wisconsin, 
5U6,    508. 

Express  rates  96,  362,  365,  370,  372, 
373. 

Express  receipts,  ^^oss,  ^'ailways  in 
Wis.,    488. 

Express   service,    336. 

Extensions  of  tixn^"^  rule  regarding,  929. 

Extra  baggage  ^  storage  gross  re- 
ceipts, Railways  in  Wis.,  488. 

Eyman,   F.    P.,   2uo,   233. 


i'a^iuu,  liev.  Thos.,  388. 

I'airall,   U.   S.,  267. 

larmer,  'ihos.  B.,   320,  457. 

l-all   Creek,  viiia^'e  board  of,   325. 

iellows,    G.     D.,     463. 

Fielding,  Thos.   H.,  409. 

Findings     and     Briels,      rule     regarding 

proposed,    931. 
Fish,   John,   70,   75. 
I'isse,   Jonn,   456. 
i'itch,    U.    E.,    457. 
Flood,  G.  H.,  300. 
iMood  (k  l^lood,  461. 
I'ontaine,   A.   L„   391. 
Forms,    934. 

Fountain  City  Supply   Co.,   264. 
Fowles,  John  H.,  434. 
Fox,    JL.    1'.,    414. 
Frank,    Jos.,    75. 
Franzen,    B.,    474. 
Frazier,    W.    S.,    473. 
Frear,    Jas.   A.,   234,  306. 
Freemore,  Frank  J.,    i87. 
Free   and  reduced     rate    transportation, 

18,    379,   423,   428,   431,   434. 
Frohmader,    Chas.    G.,    436. 
Frost   Bros.    &   Kenzie,   454. 
Fruit  baskets  and  berry  boxes,  141,  366. 
Fuhrman,   Rev.   U.   J.,   452. 
Fuller,  G.  H.,  469. 
Fuller,   W.   N.,   467. 
Funded  debt  railways  in  Wis.,  516,  618, 

520,    892,   893,  894.   895,   896,   897, 

898,   899,   000,   801. 


940 


l{£t»OR¥  Olr  tHfi  RAlLttOAO  CoMStlASttOK. 


Galster,  Job.,  890. 

Gates,  Jas.  L.,  25,  355,  401. 

Gaynor,   J.  A.,  60. 

Gaynor,   Jno.   U.,   447. 

Gaynor   Cranberry    Co.,   374. 

General  acct.  of  work  of  commission,  1. 

Giddings,  Lewis  &  Co.,  359. 

Gill,  Tlios.  H.,  45,   69,   80,  88,  98,   141, 

151,    198,    200,   213,   224,   233,   272, 

313,   320. 
Qlllett,    Chas,    318. 
Goggins  and  Brazeau,  272. 
Goldsworthy,  C.   R.,   272. 
Gould,  Wells  &   Blackburn  Co.,  393-416. 
Gower,   A.    C,   423,   471. 
Grand  Rapids  Milling  Co.,  440. 
Grand  Rapids  Com.  Council,  122-123-139. 
Grasslie,  J.   H.,  444. 
Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.,   374,  384,   866, 

895. 
Green  Bay  Fibre  &  Paper  Co.,  422. 
Green   Bay   &  Western   R.   R.   Co.,   139, 

225,   372,   374,    382,    386,    402,   430, 

866. 
Greenleaf   Stone  Co.,   319,   446.  | 

Grossman,   Christ,   313. 
Gruber,   Jno.   B.,   60. 
Guildner,    Edw.    W.,    185,    419,    451. 
Guptill,   R.    P.,  408. 
Gumey    Refrigerator    Co.,    435. 


Half  rates  on  materials  for  new  manu- 

facturies,  322,  354,   368. 
Hall.    D<Mi   C,   179. 
Hall,  F.  W.,  244. 
Hanner,    Wm.,    393. 
Hanson,    Burton,    97. 
Harland,  K,  456. 
Harvey   Bros.,   484. 
Hasler,   G.,   462. 
Hatten    Lbr.    Co.,    399. 
Hay,  rates  of  frt.  on,  and  mln.  weights, 

80,  372. 
Hayes,  M.  M.,  395,  398. 
Hazelhurst  &  Southeastern  By.  Co.,  461. 
HearingR,    rule    xi^arding,    929. 
Heineman   Lbr.   Co.,  453. 
Heise,  Wm.  &  Son,  473. 
Helmer  Milling   Co.,   264,   463. 
Hemlock  logs,  wt.  per  thousand  ft.,  52 
Henry,   Ira  L.  &  Co.,  872. 
Herrlck,   W.  W.,    854. 
Hibbard,  R.  W.,  336. 
Highway    crossings,     59,    96,     161,    354, 

360.    369,    377,   391,   421,   423.   439, 

444,  455,  457. 
Hiland,   J.  H.,   158. 
Hogan,   M.   A..    192. 


Holland,  J.  P.,  429. 

Homeik'ekew  and   othji    reduced    r&tii 

tickets,   legality   f  f .    28,   401,    422, 

424,  461. 
Hougen  &  Brady,  151. 
Houser,  W.  L.,  97,  98,   140,  198. 
Hopson,   H.   C,   336. 
Howard,  C.   W.  Company,  54. 
Hoyt,   J.   H.,  412,  439. 
Hummel  &  Downing,  370. 
Hurlbut,    W.    D.,    452. 
Husting   &  Husting,   128. 


Icinis  charges,  99. 

I.  C.   R.  R.    Co.,  96,  99,   225,  243,  263, 

299,    337,    386.    899. 
Improvements,    permanent,    on    railways 

in  Wis.,   530,   532. 
Income  Acct.  Railways  In  Wis.,  538   to 

561  inc. 
Indebtedness,   interest   bearing,   railways 

in  Wis.,  1905,  487. 
Informal  complaints,   18-352. 
Information   to   parties,   rule   regarding. 

933. 
Interchange  of  cars,   IC. 
Intercuangeable    miletge,    442. 
Interlocking  plants,  J2. 
Interlocking  plants,  application   for   ap- 
proval of  plans, 
C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  Bayview,  4S<I. 
C,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.,  Co.,  WashingtoD 

St..    Mil..    377. 
C.  &  N.   W.  Ry.  Co..  Bain  423. 
C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  Laona,  376. 
C.  &  N  .W.   Ry.   Co..  Montrose  Side- 

ing,   375. 
C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  Sheboygan,  430 
C.  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  Willow,  426. 
Great   Northern  Ry.   Co.,    State   llne» 

374. 
L.  S.  T.  &  T.  Ry.  Co..  Superior,  882. 
Wis.  Cent.  Ry.  Co.,  Donald.  419. 
Owen  &  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  Ladysmlth, 

419. 
C,    St.   P.,   M.    &  O.   Ry.   CO.,  Lake 
Shore  Jet,   893. 
Interstate  Commerce  Law,  cited  (sec.l) 
29. 
(Sec.    2),    81,    824,    325. 
(Sec.    3),   82. 
(Sec.  6),  80. 

(Sec.  22),  82,  33,  35.  86.  87. 
Interurbaa    &    Street    Hallways,    Juris- 
diction  over,   838.  449. 
Investigations,  original,  9. 
Iron,   rates  on.   854-369. 
Island  Paper  Co..  45. 
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JeiErli»  M.   G.,  290. 

Johnson,  J.  A.,  465. 

Johnson,  N.  P.,  373. 

Johnson,  P.  A.,  431. 

Joint  rates,  59,  88,  150,  151,  191,  232, 

359,   382,   418,   432,   443,  469. 
Jones,   Burr  W.,  99. 
Jones,  Lbr.  Co.  G.  W.,  417. 
Jones  &  Schubrlng,   263,   299,   337. 
Joslin,  K.  S.,  366. 
Jordan,  W.  H.,  397. 
JoBsart,   John,   438. 
Junctional   points,   connections   at,   234, 

243,   263,   270,    320,    392,   414. 


Kadlng,  H.  A.,  300. 

Kanawha   Fuel   Co.,   379. 

Karnopp,  John  T.,  396. 

Kaukauna   Lbr.   &   Mfg.    Co.,    382,   418, 

429. 
Keeley,   E).   S.,  91,  200. 
Kelley  ft  Wyseman,  312. 
Keith,  Chas.  A.,  468. 
Kempf,  John  J.,  State  Treas.,  486. 
Keppel,  W.  S.,  413. 
Kiel  Mfg.  Co.,  361. 
Kllbourn   Advancement  Ass'n.,  337. 
King  ft  Barteles  Lbr.  Co.,  436. 
Kinney,  O.  Q.,  198,  224,  361. 
Klath,   Frank,   424. 
Klelmenhagen,    L.,   433,   469. 
Keonlg,  R.  P.  ft  Co..  465. 
Kolsbun,  Jno.  B.,  431. 
La   Crosse    Interstate   Fair  Ass'n.,   432. 
Krenszer,   Bird  ft   Rosenberry,   312. 
Krom   Bros.,   367. 
Krouskop,    A.    H.,    191,    427. 
Krueger,   F.   A.,  313,   446. 
Krueger,    Henry,    470. 
Krueger,    Leopold,    75. 


La  Crosse  Plow  Co.,  439. 

La  Crosse  Rubber  Mills   Co.,  426. 

La  Crosse  ft  S.   E.  Ry.   Co.,  405,  861. 

La  Follette,  R.  M.,  269,  442. 

Lake  Chetek  Chautauqua  Assembly,  370, 
399. 

Lake  Superior  ft  S.  E.  Ry.  Co.,  861,  866. 

Lake  Superior  Southern  Ry.  Co.,  864. 

Lamorenz  ft  Shea,  877. 

Land  agents,  reduced  rate  tickets,  legal- 
ity of,  28. 

Lapidus,    M.,    470. 

Larson,   B.   M.,   466. 

Latimer,  C   F.,  453. 

Laon,  J.   B.,  460. 

Lairn  Bros.,   470. 


Lauson,  Johtt»  Mfg.  CO.,  446. 

Laundry,    rates    on,    892. 

Law,  changes  In,  recommended,  14. 

Lawler,   Harry,   472. 

Leadfoll,   rates  on,  99. 

Leyen  ft  Norden,   421. 

Liberty,  Jos.,  193,  427. 

Lincoln  ft  Oneida  County  R.  R.  Co.,  861. 

Lippltt,  C.   N     S69. 

Little,   S.    S.,   od9. 

Little   Wolf   River    Lbr.    Co.,    357,    363. 

Live   Stock   killed   by   trains,   356. 

Live  Stock,  rates  on,  360. 

Loading,  rule  for,  80. 

Loehr,  Anton,   69,  394. 

Loftus,    Hubbard    Elevator,    Co.,    80. 

Long  and  Short  Haul  rule,  377,  420, 467. 

Loveland    Co.,   410. 

Luchslnger,   John,  99,  263. 

Lumbermen's    supplies,    rates    on,    383. 

Lumber     products,     waste,     rates     and 

classification   of,    256. 
Lumber,  rates  on,  44,  160,  191,  357,  359, 

364,    366,   370,   382,   385,    392. 
Lyle,  Geo.,  417. 
Lynde,  S.  A.,  97,  99,  139,  140,  141,  160, 

191,   192,    198,   200,   224,    233,   272, 

299,    312,    320,    336. 
Lyons,   Jas.   E.,  418,    436. 


McCarthy,    Jos.,   430. 

McDonald,  A.  J.,  423,  424. 

McFarland,  J.  B.,  300,  446. 

McEachron,  H.  E.,  361,  419. 

McGrath,    W.    H.,    243. 

McGuire  Hay  «  Grain  Co.,  373. 

Mcllhon  ft  Spenseley,  175. 

McKenzle,    Alex.,    474. 

McMullen,   J.   E.,   151. 

McNamara,   Wm.,  383. 

McNamara,    D.    W.,    476. 

Maertz,    F.    C,   412. 

Macloon,   W.    H.    H.,   451. 

Magdeburg,  F.  H.,  428. 

Maloney,   J.,  265. 

Manegold,  Chas.,  139,  140. 

Maldaner,    Edw.,    416. 

Manitowoc,   Green    Bay    ft  N.    W.  Ry. 

Co.,  862. 
Manitowoc  Malting  Co.,   161,  420,  460. 
Marcoulller,    B.    J.,    462. 
Marshfield    Stave   Co.,   426. 
Martner,  W.  E.,  378,  381. 
Marinette,    Tomahawk    ft    Western    Ry. 

Co.,    392. 
Mason-Donaldson  Lbr.  Co.,  44,  69,  366. 
Mead,  L.  H.,  412. 
Medford    Package    Co.,   866,    437. 
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Medford  Fruit  Package  Co.,  141. 
MenaBba  Wooden  ware  Co.  &  W.  O.  Ry. 

Co.,   213,  462. 
Menomonle  Hydraulic   Press  Brick  Co., 

467. 
Miller,  Geo.  P.,  Lbr.  Co.,  450. 
Merrimac  Brick  Co.,  224. 
Methods  of  Procedure,  8. 
Metsger,    Anthony,    439,   467. 
Miller,  F.   A.,  26. 
Miller,    Mack   Ik   Fairchlld,    318. 
Milling    in    Transit,    440   465. 
Milling  in  Transit,  see  Commodity  rates 

for  mfg.  and  reshipment. 
Milwaukee  ik  State  Line   Uy.   Co.,   862. 
Milwaukee    Electric   By.   &    Light  Co., 

818. 
Milwaukee  Heat,  Light  &  Traction  Co., 

818.        < 
Milwaukee   J'unctlon    Ry.    Co.,    866. 
Milwaukee   Produce   ft   Fruit   EhEchange, 

449. 
Milwaukee,  Rockford  ft  E.  Ry.  Co.,  864. 
Milwaukee   Southern   Ry.   Co.,   866. 
Milwaukee    Terminal   Ry.    Co.,    864. 
Milwaukee-Waukesha  Brg.  Co.,  139,  140. 
Miner  Bros.,  88,  366. 
Mineral  Point  ft  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  175, 

866,  867. 
Mineral   Water,   rates  on,  139. 
Minimum    weights,    80. 
M.,  St.  P.  ft  S.  S.  M.  Ry.  Co.,  60,  225, 

227,  234,  383,  406,  428,  895. 
Miscauno    ft   N.    W.    Ry.    Co.,    863. 
Mixed  car  locUis,  in  the  matter  of,  197, 

264,    312,    427,    439,   457. 
Mohr.Stotzer  Lbr.  Co.,  455. 
Monteith,   J.  R.,  876. 
Mortgages,    trust    deeds,    filed    in    office 

of    secretary    of   state,    1904-1906, 

868. 
Municipalities,    reduced    rates    to,    430. 
Munson,  O.  P.,  440. 

Nash  ft  Nash,  463. 

National  Bzpress  Co.,  96,  387,  395,  404. 

National  guard,  private  In,  and  rail- 
road  passes,   434. 

National  Wholesale  Lbr.  Dealers*  Assn., 
882,  407. 

Nature  of  the  reports  on   cases,    12. 

NeillBTlIle  Cash   MilliDig   Co.,  466. 

Nemachek,  Frank,  449. 

Nesting,   Definition  of,   146. 

Nevin,  Jos.,  429. 

Neunebel,  Richard,  872. 

New  Bianufacturing  plants,  one-half 
rate  on  materials  for,  322,  864, 
868. 


Newspaper  mileage,   359,  429,   446. 
Newspapers,  list  of.  to  whom  passenger 

transportation  has  been  issued  for 

advertising,  872. 
Newspapers  and  magazines,  express  rates 

on,  365. 
Noll  ft  Co.,  447. 

Northern   Hardwood   Lbr.   Co.,   442. 
North    Wisconsin    Farmers*    Association, 

265. 
Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co.,  385,  380,  387, 

389,    391,    393,    402,    898. 
Notaries,     public,     use     of     advertising 

mileage  by,  359. 
Notice  by  carrier,  form  of,  035. 
Notice  in  nature  of  demurrer,   rule   re- 
garding, 928. 


O'Connor,    Hugh,    423. 

O'Reilly,  M.  J.,  308. 

Office  force  of  commission,  recommenda- 
tions regarding,   15. 

Ober,  B.  B.,  256,  265. 

Officers  and  directors,  railways  in  Wis- 
consin, 480,  485. 

Oliver-Martin  Land  Co.,  25. 

Oltman,   W.   L.,  430.  446. 

Operating  expenses,  roads  in  Wlscon- 
sin,    564.675. 

Operation,  expenditures  by  railways  in 
sin,  564.  675. 

Opsahl,    A.    H.,    448. 

Orders,  rule  regarding  compliance  with 
933. 

Ore,  rates  on,   175. 

Opinions,   advance,    17. 

Original   investigations,   9. 

Osceola   Mill   ft  Elevator  Co.,  234,  436. 

Osbkosh   Fuel  Co.,   411. 

Osseo   Mercantile  Co.,  473. 

Owen  Bros.  Co.,  460. 


Pancratz,  W.  W.,  380. 

Parties  in   cases,   rules  regarding,   92<l. 

Paper,  rates  on,  99,  353. 

Parker,  F.  E.,  427. 

Party   tickets,   23,   83. 

Passenger  fares,  96,  97,  368,  869,  874, 
381,  393,  898,  400,  403,  409,  411, 
413,  415,  422,  431,  442,  447,  461, 
465. 
Half  rates  to  old  soldiers  and  in- 
mates of  soldiers*  homes,  368*  860, 
370,    376,    428. 

Passenger   receipts,    gross,    railways   In 
Wisconsin,  488. 
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Passenger  transportation,  reduced  rates 
to  homeseekers  and  to  destitute 
persons,  425. 

Passongei-  fares,  Monroe-Madison,  In  re, 
415. 

Passes,    18,    379,   423,    428,    431,   434. 
to    employes,    402,    406. 
Contract,   428,   449. 
to  public   officials,   477. 
to    exhibitor    state    fair,    363. 

Pass  In  settlement  of  claims  for  dam- 
ages,   withdrawal    of,    354. 

Passes,  withdraw^al  of  from  families  of 
0I4  employes,   353,   365. 

Pearce,  H.  M.,  freigut  traffic  manager, 
39,   200.   273. 

Pellegrin,   Geo.,   473. 

Petroleum  and  products  of,  rates  on, 
42. 

Perry,    Samuel,   244. 

Pick   Bros.   &  Co.,   256,   439. 

Pig  iron,  rates  on,  359. 

Pleadings,  rule  regarding  printing  of, 
982. 

Plumb,   Ralph  E.,  88. 

Plumb   &   Nelson   Co.,    88,    395. 

Porter,   C.    S.   &  Co.,  352,    444. 

Powell,    John,    447. 

Potatoes,    rates    on,    361. 

Potter  H.  L.,  42,  299. 

Powers,  C.  L.,   432. 

Prebenow    &    Laabs,    471. 

Prisk,   W.  H.,  96,   377. 

Private  theatrical  cars,  regulation  re- 
garding, 179,  434. 

Procedure,    methods    of,    7,    406. 

Iroducts   clause,   62. 

Progress  of  work   of  commission,   12. 

Proportional    rates,   45,   201. 

Puffer,   J.   W.,   468. 

I'utnam,   W.    H.,   405. 

Public  officials  and  advertising  miloagc, 
359.  413,  429. 

Public  office,  candidatoH  for  and  adver- 
tising mileage,  429. 

Public  officials  and  railroad  transporta- 
Jion.    413,    -»^'9 

Public  official,  private  in  national  guard 
is  not,  434. 

Public  sessions,   rules  regarding,   !)26. 

Publish,   definition   of,   L'i:i. 

Pullen,    A.    J.,    123.    i:'.0. 

Pullman  Co.,  The,  45. 

l^ulpwood,    rates    on,    45. 

Putnam,   G.   H.,  425. 

Quantlus    Bros.,   469. 

Baclne    St    S.    W.   Uy.   Co.,    862. 


RAILROAD    COMMISSION    LAW. 

Chap.   362,  laws  of   1905: 
Accidents'  (sec.  30),  922. 
Accounting,      commission      may     pr** 

scribe    uniform   system    (sec.    18d)» 

917. 
Agentd,     penalty      for     vlolatlonfl   by 

(sec.  26),  920. 
Appeals  to  supreme  court   (sec.  16d), 

915. 
Blanks,    commission    to   furnish    (sec 

18a),   916. 
Cars,   distribution   of    (sec.    10),  900 
Certified    copies,    commission    to    fur 

nlsh    (sec.    17b),   916. 
Circuit  court  actions  against  commls 

slon  to  be  begun  In   (sec.  16),  914 
C  aim.  Investigation  of  (sec.  32),  923 

923. 
Classification    (8ec.    7,    ch.    362,    laws 

of   lOCo),  008. 
Clerks,   number  and  salary    (sec.   lb), 

904. 
Commissioners,   qualiflcatlons  of    (sec. 
.    la,  902. 

removal  of    (sec.   lb),  903. 

salary  of    (sec.    If),   903. 

terms  of   (sec.   1),  902. 
Commission,   secretary    of    (sec.    Ih), 

904. 
Commodity  rates   (S(C.  6),  908. 
Complaints    and    actions    agaluHt   snb- 

stltutpd    rates    (sec.   10),   914. 
Complaints   and     investigations     (sec. 

12),  910. 
Construction,     amonct.<     expended     In 

(sec.   20),  918. 
Contracts,   copies   of   to  be  filed   (sec 

10,  018. 
Copies,    certlfird    commission    to    fur- 
nish   (sec.    17b),    910. 
Damages,      treble,     for     violations    of 

law    (sec.    25),   020. 
Depots   (sec.  9),   OrO. 
Depositions    (sec.    rJb),   911. 
Discriminations    prohibited    (sec.    22), 

019. 
Distribution  of  curs    (sec.   JO),   909. 
Emersjency  rates   (sec.  28),  921. 
Express  companies,   sleeping  car  com- 
panies,   freight     and     freight     line 

companies  subject  to  law   (sec.  2a), 

905. 
Fees,   witness    (sec.    11a),   910. 
Free  and  reduced  rate  passenger  trans- 
portation   reports,    (f    to    be    filed 

(sec.   19a),  018. 
Highway  crossings  sec.  12d),  910. 


944 


Report  op  the  Railroad  Commission. 


Chap.  632,  laws  of  1906— Cont. 

IncoDBistent  laws  repealed  (sec.  37), 
924. 

Id  Junction,  none  to  Issue  except  by 
order  of  circuit  court  (sec.  16), 
014. 

Inquiry  by  commission   (sec.  18),  916. 

Interchange  of  traflSc    (sec.   11),   909. 

Interstate  rates  (sec.  21),  919). 

Investigation  of  claims  (sec.  32), 
923. 

Joint  rates  (sees.  5,  14b,  14c).  907, 
914. 

Notice  of  investigation,  time  required 
(sec.    12),   910. 

Officers,  penalty  for  violation  by  (set. 
26),   921. 

Orders,  reasonable  till  found  other- 
wise   (sec.   15),   914. 

Passes,  railroads  to  file  list  of  hold- 
ers  of    (sec.    19a),    918. 

Penalties    (sec.  26,  27),  921. 

Practice  and  procedure,  rules  of,  com- 
missioners may  make  (sec.  ll),  905. 

Preference   prohibited    (sec.    23).   920. 

I'resent  schedule  In  force,  (sec.  35), 
923. 

Private  trades,  commisison  to  con- 
trol  (sec.  11a.),  910. 

Railroad  commissioner,  office  of  alwl- 
Ished    (sec.  36).    024. 

Railroad,   definition    of    (sec.    2).   005. 

Railroad,  laws  affecting  commission, 
how   created    (sw.   1).   902. 

Kates,  substitution  and  enforc»»ment 
of  (sec.   14),  913. 

Rebates,  unlawful  to  give  (see.  24), 
920. 

Records    to  be   Icopt    (sec.    12c),   911. 

Rates  not  specifically  designated  (sec. 
29),  922. 

Rules  of  evidence  and  practice  (sec. 
17),    016. 

Reduced  rates  and  free  transporta- 
tion   (sec.  8),  008. 

Right  of  action  not  waived  (sec.  34). 
923. 

Hanitatton  of  depots    (.ser.   9).   000. 

Secretary,    salary    (sec.    U\),   00  4. 

Service  and  faclIltlpH.  must  f  inifsli 
reasonable    (sec.  3K  006. 

Schedules,  must  file  with  cominissioD 
(sec.  4),  906. 

Street  and  electric  railways,  certain 
roads   excepted    (see.    2b),    005. 

Subpoenas  duces  tecum  (sec.  18c), 
917. 

Substitution  and  enforcement  of  rates 
(sec.  14),  913. 


Chap.  632,  laws  of  1906--Cont. 

Technicality,    not   to    Invalidate    (sec. 
33),  923. 

Testimony,    transcripts  of  to   be   fur- 
nished (sec.  12c),  911. 

Traffic,  interchange  of   (sec.  11),  909. 

Transcripts  of  testimony   to  be  made 
(sec.    12c),   911. 

Violations   of  law,    Inquiry   into    (sec. 
31),  922. 

Witnesses,  depositions   (sec.   13),  912. 

Witness,  power  to  enforce  the  attend- 
ance of   (sec.   12),  910. 
Railway  accidents,  20. 
Railway    accounts,    examination    of,    13. 
Railway  employes,  half  rates  on  coal  to, 

374. 
Ramm,   L.   G.,   363. 
Randolph  Wagon  Co.,  393. 
Rate    of    taxation,    Wisconsin    railways, 

487. 
Rates,  applications  for  changes  In,  7. 

Soo  Line,  383. 

(\,  St.  P..  M.  &  O.,  39,  384,  380,  396, 
398,   300,  400  401 

N.    P..    385,   380,    387,    389,    392,   393, 
395. 

I.    C.    R.    R.,   386. 

(\  &  N.  W.,  387. 

National   Ex.   Co.,   387,  305.  404,  408. 

Am.  Kx.   Co.,   387,   395,  408. 

C,   M.   &   St.    P.,   380. 

M.  T.  &  W.  Ky.  Co.,   302,  402. 

r.  S.  Kx.  Co.,  302,  304.  305,  408,  413. 

('.  &   L.    S.   Ry.   Co..  303. 

W.  C.  Ry.  Co.,  304,  307,  308. 

Adams  Ex.   Co..   397,  405,  408,  400. 

C.  &  N.  W.,  ::90. 

4;.   R.  &  W.,  402. 

L.   C.  &  S.    E..   405. 

S.   M.   &  P.,  417. 

('..    St.    P.,    M.    &    O.,    402,    408,    410. 
411. 

N.   P.   Ry.,  402. 

Roddls    L.   &   V.    Co.,   400.   417. 
Ratfs,  joint,  ."io.  SS,  l.'»0,  151,  101,  ."KiO, 

3S2.  303. 
Rates,   matters   affecting: 

Pafikets,   l>erry  boxes.    307,    425. 

Reor,    140. 

Perry    box    lumber,    450. 

RoatK.    432. 

Bottles,   430. 

Box   shooks,    452. 

Brick,   224.   429.    446,   451. 

Butter.   374. 

Canned  salmon,  416. 

Castings,  429. 

Cement,    361,   463,   473, 
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Bates,  matters  affectingh-Cont. 
Cheese,  99,  418. 

Cbristmas  trees,  412. 

Clover  hnllers,  466. 

Coal,  rates  on.  362.  386,  394,  413,  416. 

427,   432,   436,   440,  444,   448,  463, 

469. 
Cranberries,   394,  464. 
Eggs,  428. 
E^nsllage,  402. 
Feed,  367,  428. 
Fruit,  449. 
Gas  Enlglnes,  445. 
Grain,   rates  on,   140,    151,   198,   213, 

361,    367,   371,  449,   454,   460,  464, 

465,  466. 
Graphite  ore,  451. 
Hardware,  424. 
Hay,   418,    421,   434. 
Immigrants  moveables,   364,   422. 
Iron   forglngs,  415. 
Liaundry,  392. 
Lead  foil,  403. 
Live  stock,  360,  875,  473. 
Lime,  360,   397,   428,  468. 
Logs,  312,  373,  377,  396,  402,  406,  407. 

408,    411. 
Lumber.  256.  357.  304,  366,  370,  392. 

402,   407,    417,   419,   420,    426,   427, 

436,  450,  452,  472. 
Matches,  397. 
Masqulte,  435. 
Milk  and  cream,  424. 
Old  rails,  435. 
Ore,   402. 

Peanuts,  378,  895. 
Peas  and  beans,  447. 
Pianos,  452. 
Pi  le  cones,  407. 
Potatoes,  361,  408,   421. 
Pulp   wood,   399,    400,   402,   421,   422, 

442,  455. 
Rubber  cloth,  399. 
Rubber  floods,  426. 
Sand.  382.  429,  430,  437. 
Shingles,  401. 
Sleigh  runners,  390. 
Soap,  446. 
Soda  Ash,  446. 
Spool   stock,  435. 
Stone,  437,  446,  474. 
Sugar  beets,  274,  420. 
Sugar,  276,  430. 
Ties,  398,  416. 
Vegetables,  449. 
Veneers,  458. 

Waste  lumber  products,  256. 
Wood,  389,  393,  411.  453. 
Wood  bolts,  425,  473. 
iy"oven  wire,  447* 


Raw  materials,  rates  for  manufacture 
and  reshlpment,  39,  45,  256,  403. 

Receipts,  total  gross,  railways  in  Wis- 
consin in  1905,   487. 

Reconslgnment  of  cars,  357,  361,  425, 
439. 

Red  Granite,   citizens  of,  460. 

Reid,  Ray  S.,  273. 

Rehearings,  rule  regarding,  933. 

Rentals,  expenditures  for  by  railways 
in  Wisconsin,  507,  508. 

Repayments  of  overcharges,  gross 
amount  in  Wisconsin,  494. 

Reports  on  cases,  nature  of,  12. 

Red  River  Land  Co.,  429. 

Ripon,  In  re,  train  connections  at,  392. 

Riverside  Fiber  &   Paper   Co.,   868. 

Robbe  Bros.  &  Dahl,  468. 

Robinson,  H.  N.,  59. 

Rock  County  Concrete  Stone  ,Co.,  387. 

Rock  County  Sugar  Co.,  299. 

Rose,  L.  A.,  464. 

Rosen,   Olaf,  464. 

Ross  Lbr.  Co.,  475. 

Roddls  Lbr.  &  Veneer  Co.,  397,  406,  421. 

Rosa  &  Adams,  393. 

Rose,  A.  J.,  421,  470. 

Rosencrans,  B.  C,  395. 

Rosecrantz,  C.  M..  318,   338,  440,  449. 

Rowley,  S.  N.,  358. 

Routing  of  passengers,   In  re,   396. 

Ruoth,  A.,  444. 

Rules  of  practice,  926. 

Safety  devices,  22. 
Salt,  rates  on,   357. 
Sanborn,  A.  W.,  45. 
Sandoval  Zinc  Co.,  175,  424. 
Sanitation   of  cars  and  stations,   In  re, 

408. 
Saxon,   In  re  station  facilities   at,  475. 
Schepley,  C.  R.,  118. 
Scheckler,  C.  317,  452. 
Schmidt,   Melchoir,    263. 
Schmidt,  Nic,  75. 
Schmidt  &  Stork,  476. 
Schneller,  Robt.,   452. 
Schroeder  &  Daly,  374. 
Schrelner,    John,    75. 
Schroeder  Lbr.  Co.,  The  John,  420. 
Schultz  Bros.,    68. 
Schwartlng,  Hugo,  365. 
Scott,   Lloyd,  422. 
Scrap  Iron,  rates  on,  354. 
Service,  freight.  337. 
Service  of  papers,  rules  red^arding,   928. 
Sheboygan,  supervisors  of  town  of,  151 
Sheehan,  Jas.  B.,  97. 
Sherman,  M-,  869. 
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Shrake,   Jacob,   475. 

Side  track   and   side  track   connectlonB, 
15,     16,    234,    352,    356.     383,    394, 
40«.   417.   429,    442,    449,    466.   467, 
470,  472,  475. 
SU'bold.  C.   II.,  437. 
Slraon,   Herman,   467. 
Sleeping   car   rates,    complaint   of,   45. 
Slelffh  runners,  rates  on,  390. 
Smith,    A.    J.,   439. 
Smith,  r.  W.,  337. 
Smith,   Frank  C,   269,  443. 
Smith,    Geo.    W.,    417. 
Smith,  Ira  E.,  444. 
Smith,   .7.    r.,  409. 
Smith,  P.,  et  al.,  224. 
Soldiers*   homes,   half   fares   to    Inmates 

of,  353,  369,   370,  375. 
Soo  Fuel  Co.,   379. 

Southern     Wisconsin'    Cheesemen's    Pro- 
tective As8*n»  90. 
Sprague,  Daniel,  459. 
Spur   tracks,     private,     Jurisdiction     of 

commission  over,  15. 
Stair,  Fred,  60. 
S.  M.  &  P.  Ry.  Co.,  410 
Statistics. 

Accidents,    op.   821. 

Additions     to    road    and    equipment, 

1906,  830-835 
Assets   and    Ilabi'lties,   1905,   522-524. 
Assets    and    liabilities.    1906,    526-528. 
Balance  sheet,  condensed  comparative, 

1905,   612. 
Bond    issues,    detailed    statements    of, 

893-901. 
Bonds,   stocks,   etc.,    1906,    recapitula 

tion  of,  846. 
Bridges,    Wisconsin,    1905,    822-825. 
Bridges,    Wisconsin,    1906.    830-833. 
Capital  stock  and  dividends,  1905,  510. 
Capital   stock  and   dividends,   Wiscon- 
sin, 1906,  512 
Capital    stock     and    dividends,    whole 

line,   1906,   514. 
Capital  stock,  lx)nds  and  other  obliga- 
tions,   recapitulation    of,    1906,   846. 
Consumption    of   fuel    by    locomotives, 

Wisconsin,    1905,    802-805. 
Consumption    of   fuel    by   locomotives, 

Wisconsin,   1906.    800-809. 
Consumption   of   fuel    by    locomotives. 

whole    line,    1905.    810-813. 
Consumption   of    fuel   by   locomotive*, 

whole  line,  1906,  814-817. 
Consumption   of   fuel    by    locomotives, 

tot'il  Wisconsin.   1905,   818. 
Consumption   of   fuel    by   locomotives, 
total   Wisconsin,    1900,   820. 


Statistics : — Cont. 

Consumption    of   fuel    by   locomotives, 
total   whole  line,  1905,  819. 

Consumption   of   fuel    by   locomotives, 
total  whole   lin°,  1906.  821. 

Cost  of  railways  in  Wisconsin,  Decem- 
ber  31,    1905.   486. 

Cost    of    road    and    equipment,    1905, 
534. 

Cost    of    road    and    equipment,    1906, 
537. 

Directors   and   oflRcers,    list   of,   480. 

Dividends,    1905.   510. 

Dividends,   1906,   Wisconsin,    512. 

Dividends,  1906,  whole  line,  514. 

Earnings,  1905  (report  to  state  trea» 
urer),    486. 

Earnings,  1905.  Itemized  statement  of, 
Wisconsin,  48B-495. 

Earnings,  1905,  Itemized  statement  of, 
whole  line,  496-503. 

Earnings,  1904,  street  and  Intenirban 
railways,    852. 

Eamlniars,  1905,  street  and   Intenirban 
railways,  853. 

Earnings,    1905,    summary    of    (calen- 
dar year),  504. 

Earnings.    1905.    summary    of    (fiscal 
year),  Wisconsin,  562. 

Earnings,    1905,    summary    of    i  fiscal 
year)    whole   line,   563. 

Earnings.    1906,    summary    of     (fiscal 
year,  Wisconsin,  564. 

Earnings,    1906,    summary    of    (fiscal 
year),  whole  line.  56,5. 

Earnings  from  operation,  1906,  whole 
line,  565a-565d. 

Employes  and  salaries.  1905.  Wiscon- 
sin. 616-625. 

Employes    and    salaries,    1905,    whole 
lino,  636-045. 

Employes  and  salaries,  1906,  Wiscon- 
sin, 626-635. 

Employes    and    salaries,    1906,    whole 
lino,  fi46-r>.-)5. 

Equipment  of  railways,   1905,  768. 

Equipment  of  railways,  1906.  770. 

Expenditures,    year    ending    December 
31,  1905.  Wisconsin,  506. 

Expenditures,    year    ending    December 
31,  1905,  whole  line.  508. 

Expenses,  operating,  1905,  Wisconsin, 
664-^76. 

Expenses,  operating,  1906,  Wisconsin, 

576-587. 
Expenses,  operating,  1905,  whole  line 

588-599. 

Expenses,  operating,   1906,  whole  Une 

600-611. 
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Expenses,  operating,  1004.  street  and 
Interurban  railways,   854. 

Expenses,  operating.  lOOi).  street  and 
interurban    railways,   855. 

Freight  traffic,  1905,  Wisconsin,  638. 
600,  662,  664. 

Freleht  traffic.  1906,  Wisconsin,  688, 
690,  692,  694. 

Freljfht  traffic,  1905.  whole  lino,  668, 
670.   672,   673,  674. 

Freight  traffic,  1906.  whole  line,  678. 
680.    682,   683.   684. 

Freight  traffic  movement,  1905,  Wis- 
consin.   696-729. 

Frelfi-ht  traffic  movement,  1906,  Wis- 
consin,   730-767. 

Funded   debt   and    Interest,    1905,   516. 

Funded  debt  and  interest,  1906,  WIs- 
consln,  620. 

Funded  debt  and  interest.  1906,  whole 
line.  518. 

Gen'-ral  officers  and  directors,  list  of, 
483. 

Inoo'no  account.  1905.  Wisconsin,  538- 
r>43. 

Income  account.  1006.  Wisconsin.  .'>44- 
.'>49. 

Tncomi*  nccount.  1905,  whole  line.  5.'>0- 

Income     account,     1900.     whole    line. 

.'>.''.6^'»61. 
Interest,   1905.  516. 
Interest.    1906.   Wisconsin,   520. 
Interest,    1906,    whole   lln**,    518. 
Interpst.    year     ending     December    31. 

1005,  487. 
Interoat     on      funded      debt,    detailed 

stntnmorts    of.    893-901. 
Indebtedness.  Interest  bearing.  Decern 

bor   31.   1905.   480. 
Interurban     railways,     condensed     re 

ports  of  852  857. 
L'abllitlrs,   assets   and,  522-528. 
Llrpps'*   foe    paid    In    1905    (report   to 

stnt"    tronsurerK    487. 
Mllen-ro.     10O4-1905.     W!«!consin,    com- 

nirnllve   ptntcment.   848. 
MlleaffC.    19O.'5-19O0.    WIsconsfn,    com 

naratlve    statement.    4.')0 
-•T-inprrp,    100-..   Wisconsin.    772. 
Mllencre.   10r>r,.  Wlscopsln.   774. 
Mllenee,   inn.',   whole  line.  770. 
:Mi1rnro.    1900.    who^p   line.    778. 
Allien ee.  December  31,  1905   (report  to 

state  treasurer^.  487. 
ATIleaire.    track.    1905,    Wisconsin.    780 
Mileage,  track.  1900,  Wisconsin.  782. 


Statisfcs— Cont. 

Mileage,  track,  1905,  whole  line,  783. 
Mileage,  track,  1906,  whoe  line.  781. 
Mileage,  train,   1905,  Wisconsin,   657- 

665. 
Mileaj7e,  train,   1906.   Wisconsin,   686- 

695. 
Mileage,   train,   1905,  whole  line.   666- 

675. 
Mileage,  train,  1906,  whole  line,  676- 

683. 
Mileage,  train.  1903,  street  and  inter- 
urban railways,  856. 
Mileage,  train,  1905.  street  and  inter, 

urban  railways,  857. 
Officers  and  directors,  list  of,  480. 
Operating   expenses,    1905,    Wisconsin, 

504-575. 
Operating   expenses,    1906,    Wisconsin, 

576-587. 
Operating  expenses,    1905,   whole  line, 

588-599. 
OperJitlntf  expenses,    1906.   whole  line, 

600-611. 
Overhead   crossings,    1905,   826-829. 
Overhead   crossings.    1906.   i34-837. 
Passenger  trafPc.  1905,  Wisconsin,  657, 

600.  602.  604. 
rasB«tiger  traffic.  1900,  Wisconsin,  086, 

000,   092.  093.   694. 
Passenger    traffic.     1JX)5,     whole     line. 

670,   080.   082.   083. 
Passenci''    trallV.     1906.    whole     line. 

000.  07O.  072,  074. 
Permanent  Improvements.  1905.  whole 

line.  530. 
Permanent  Improvements,  1900.  whole 

line.  532. 
Pnlla.  renewal  of.  784. 
Hpport   to   state   treasurer.    1905.    4«0. 
Stocks,    bonds,    etc.,    1900.    recapltula- 

tlon  of.  840. 
ati-p^t  and  interurban  railways.     852- 

857. 
Stock,   indebtedness,  earnings  and  dls- 

bursoments.   85.  853. 
OnoratlnT  exner'pos.  Hems  of.  854,  8,^5 
Mil'<iirp,    R50.    857. 
Tax   or  'Iconsn   f-e   i)'>|ii   «n    loo.-j    (ro- 

nort   to  state  treasurer).  487. 
Tio^  Inld.    1005.   Wisconsin,  780-7<»0. 
T'pq    Inid,    10P0,    Wisconsin.    790-79.7. 
TloR   laid,    1905,   whole  ll^e.   704-797. 
Ties  laid.    1900.    whole  line,    798-S01. 
Tratflc     movement.     1905,     Wlscons'n. 

000-729. 
Trafflc     movement.     1900,     Wlsconsi'*. 

730-707, 
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statistics— Con  t. 

Traffic     statistics,      1905,     Wisconsin, 

657-665. 
Traffic     statistics,     1906,     Wisconsin, 

686-695. 

Traffic    statistics,     1905,     whole    line, 
666-675. 

Traffic    statistics,     1906,    whole    line, 

676-885. 
Trestles,   tunnels  and  overhead  cross- 
ings,   1005,  82^829. 
Trestles,   tunnels  and   overhead   cross- 
ings,   1906,   834-837. 

Standard  Mercantile  Co.,   438. 
Starkweather  *  Son,  C,  401.  442. 

State   treasurer,    report   to,   of  efirnlngs, 
Wisconsin  railways,  486. 

Station,   definition  of,  249. 

Station   frronnds,   definition   of,   240. 

Stations,   distances   between   In   Wlscon- 
Rln.  74. 

Stations  and  station  facilities.  60,  69, 
122,  12.1.  18.5,  191,  224,  234,  244. 
269,  272.  .106,  313,  317,  352,  355, 
.176.  378.  379,  381.  397,  419.  423,1 
431.  ♦447.  448,  451,  452,  456,  468, 
471.  475. 

Stearns  Bros.  &  Co.,  375. 

Stipulations,   rule   regrardlrtcr,  929. 

Stone,  crnslied.  rates  on,  264,  319. 

Stone,    switching   charge   on,   362. 

Stop   over  prlvll<*ge,  passenger  rule,  377. 

Ftop    over    privilege,    freight,    416,    443, 
468. 

StranTp  Paper  Co.,  The  .John,  452. 

Strapslnirvor.    E.   G..  4.54. 

Street  cnr  service,  318. 

s«trppt   croR8in?s.  59.  309.  .391. 

Street  rs'iwa.vR.  In  re  application  of 
(Ml.  362.  laws  of  1905,  to  certain, 
.138. 

Statutes   clf^d  : 

('hapter   362,    laws   of    1905    (railroad 

eommlaslon   law),   350. 
fPec.  2-\),  .138. 
(Fvv.   2-BK   338.   .1.19. 
rSoc.  3).  28.  77.  78.  248,  253. 
rSec.   4).  215.  218,  219. 
fSoc.   4-A).   216. 
^See.  4-0.  210. 
(See.   tU.  41.   .•^•>4.   r^'^5. 
(Sec.   8),  28,  32,  267,  838. 
(Sec.  9).  248.  250. 
(Sec.    12).  7,5,   249,   324. 
(Sec.  12,  Sub'd  B),  286. 
(Sec.  14).  249. 

(Sec.  22).  28.  ,10,   215,  216,  324,  325. 
(Sec.  23 >.  31.  .12. 
(Sec.   24),  215.  216. 


Statutes  cited: — Cont.  •   -   »- 

(Sec.  28),  28. 

(Sec.  35),  215,  210,  218,   219.  220. 
Sec.  1801.  R.  S.,  Wis.,  for  1898.  244, 

248,    249,   251. 
Sec,  1802.  R.  S..  Wis.,  for  1898,  235. 
Ch.  13.  laws  of  special  session,  1905 

sec.  1),  265. 
Ch.  486,  laws  of  1905.  359. 
Ch.  357,  laws  of  1899.  369. 
Ch.  362,   laws  of  1905,  359. 
Ch.  386,  laws  of  1905.  234. 
Street  railways,  jurisdiction  of  commis- 
sion over,  14,  338,  449. 
Strikes,     claim    for    damages   in   conse- 
quence of   delay  caused   by,   353. 
Structural  iron,   rates   on  273. 
Subpoena,  form  of.  936. 
Superior  Commercial  Club,  465. 
Switching  less  than  carloads.   361.   362, 

367,  387. 
Switching  service,  335,   380,  382. 
Swansen,   Nils.   423. 


Tax  commission,  work  of,  11. 

Taxes,   expenditures  for  by  railways   in 

Wisconsin,   507,  508. 
Tcckemeyer  Candy  Co.,   378. 
Texas,    12th     Ann.    Rep.    App.    N.     (P. 

439),  29. 
Thlele,    Geo.    J.,    407. 
Thomas,  A.  !>.,  449. 
Thomas,   R.   H.    &   Sons,   437. 
Thomas-Bberhart    Lbr.    Co.,    454. 
Thompson,    O.    H.,    447. 
Torrey  Cedar  Co.,  476. 
Thompson  &  Plnkerton,  256. 
Tickets    redeemed    In    Wisconsin,    494. 
Tlmm,  Fred,  75. 
TImme.  Julius.  355. 
Torrence,    John,    273.- 
Thompson   &  Burton,   469. 
Train    connections,    234,    243,    263,    270. 

320.    ,192,   414,   450,   457,   467. 
Train   service,    130,    185,    193,   234.    269. 

300,   321,    337.   427,   443,    447,   460, 

464,    466,    460.    475.    476. 
Transportation,      passenger,     issiMd     to 

newspapers  in  exchange  for  adver- 
tising, 872. 
Tuttle,  Geo.  425. 
Turner,  E.  S..   473. 
Two  cent  fare,  96,   97,   359. 


Udell,  T.  C,  473. 
Underwood    Veneer  Co.,   312. 
U.   S.  Ex-   Co..  336,  391,  394* 


Index. 
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U.   8.   Leather   Co.,   455. 
Upham  &  Agler,  370. 

Valley  Ry.  Co.,  863. 

Valvoline  Oil  Co.,  42,    299. 

Van  Alstlne,  C.  H.,   69. 

Vanderbelden,  Frank,  460. 

Van   Guderson,    S.   H.,  470. 

Vaughn    Mf&     Co.,    336,   430. 

^'ete^an    soldiers,     half    fares     to,    353, 

369,    370,    375,    428. 
Victory    Merc.    Co.,    385,    390,    413. 
Villages,   speed   of  trains  In,  437. 
Vroman,    C.    E.,    8S,    97,    99.    141.    150 

151,    179,    185.    191,    197,    198,    200, 

213,   269,   273. 


Wadhams   Oil    Co.,    446. 

Wagner,  B.  R.,  Mfg.  Co.,  178,  415,  420, 

Wagner,  R.   G.,   273. 

Walker,   F.   J.,  471. 

Wallln,   Frank.   380. 

Warning  boards  at  highway  crossings, 
354. 

Warehouse  sites  on  right  of  way,  365, 
386. 

Waste  lumber  products,  classldcatlon 
and  rates  on,   256. 

Waste  lumber  products,  In  re,  320. 

Watrons.  R.   B.,  448. 

Wautomo    Milling  Co.,   360. 

Wausau   Paper  Mills  Co.,  443. 

Weeks  Lbr.  Co.,  405. 

Weights,  and  weighing,  railway.  399, 
414,  419,  420,  449,  452,  450,  462, 
463,  472. 

Weller,   W.   F.,  446. 

Weiss,   A.,   436. 

Wells,   W.    W.,   430. 

Wells  &  Chase,  191.  356.  417. 

Western  C'asslflcatlon  Committee,  Juris- 
diction of,  143. 

Western  Ry.,  Wet^jhlng  and  Inspection 
Bureau  of.  08,   300. 

Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  Juris- 
diction of,   144. 

Weston,  In  re  rates  from,  392. 

Weatphal,   11.  C,  454. 

Wheeler,    Cornelius,    370. 

Whey  Butter,  Rates  on,  00. 

Whitehead  &  Matheson,    150. 

Whlttet.  L.  C,  150,  411,  419, 

Wilbur  Lbr.  Co.,  427. 

Wller,  Thos.,  395. 


Wllklns,  Wm.,  39. 

Williams,  H.  C.  459. 

Wilson,  C.  E..  91.  200. 

Wilson,  Thos.,  140,  198,  233,  320,  329. 
428. 

Wing,   H.    E..   418,    443. 

WInneconne  Lbr.   Co.,  451. 

Wisconsin  Car  Service  Assn,  23,  363. 

Wisconsin  Central  Ry.  Co.,  45,  69,  80, 
88,  98,  123,  141,  151,  191,  193, 
198,  213,  224.  225.  233,  264.  272. 
312,  390,  394,  397,  402,  403,  414, 
426,    433,   458,   464,   466,   896. 

Wisconsin    Central  Jly.    Co.,    Charge    on 
construction   material   for   manufac- 
turing plants.  In  re,  322. 
In    re   grain    rates    from    certain    sta- 
tions on   line  of,   233. 
Stop  over   privileges,   rule  on,    377. 

Wisconsin   Chair   Co..   438. 

Wisconsin  Fruit  Package  Co..  425,  459. 

Wisconsin  &  Illinois   Ry.  Co.,  861. 

Wisconsin  Immigration  and  Development 
Ass'n,  23,  355. 

Wisconsin    Mirror    Plate   Co.,    389. 

Wisconsin  &  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  68,  475, 
864. 

Winnebago  Realty  Co..  307. 

Wisconsin   Sugar  Co..   274,   420. 

Wisconsin  Veneer  Co..  458. 

Witness  and  subpoenas,  rule  rogariiing. 
931. 

Wolf  River  Paper  &  Fiber  Co.,  192. 
427. 

Wolf  River  Valley  Ry.   Co..  805. 

W.  T.  L..  rules  r0?u1ating  bay  ship- 
ments,   80,    87. 

Wood   pulp   yield   per   cord  of  wood,  52. 

Woodward    &   Lees,    98. 

Wowl,    rates,   30.   370. 

Work  in  progress,  12. 

Wright,   Conlln    W.,  337. 

Wunderllch,    H.    S.,   410,    450. 


Yachts     shipped     ft»r     re;raltas. 

rales  on,  35S. 
Yard    limits,  deOned.   234. 
Yawkey-Blssell    Lbr.    Co.,   402. 
Young,    Muriel    B.,   360. 
Yunker,  J  no.  C,  471. 


Zlemann.   J.  O..  329. 
Zlemann  &  Brusewltz,  457. 
Zlen   Bros..   413.   422. 
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